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House of Representatives
The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. DUNCAN).

f

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 15, 2001.

I hereby appoint the Honorable JOHN J.
DUNCAN, Jr., to act as Speaker pro tempore
on this day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

f

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R. 802. An act to authorize the Public
Safety Officer Medal of Valor, and for other
purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed bills of the following
titles in which the concurrence of the
House is requested:

S. 39. An act to provide a national medal
for public safety officers who act with ex-
traordinary valor above and beyond the call
of duty, and for other purposes.

S. 166. An act to limit access to body
armor by violent felons and to facilitate the
donation of Federal surplus body armor to
State and local law enforcement agencies.

The message also announced that
pursuant to Public Law 106–554, the
Chair, on behalf of the President pro
tempore, and upon the recommenda-
tion of the Majority Leader, appoints
the Senator from Nebraska (Mr.
HAGEL) to the Board of Directors of the
Vietnam Education Foundation.

The message also announced that
pursuant to Public Law 100–696, the
Chair, on behalf of the Democratic
Leader, announces the appointment of

the Senator from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN)
as a member of the United States Cap-
itol Preservation Commission, vice the
Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN).

f

MORNING HOUR DEBATES
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2001, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to 30 min-
utes, and each Member, except the ma-
jority leader, the minority leader, or
the majority whip limited to 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. STEARNS) for 5 min-
utes.

f

LINDA SHENWICK
Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, having

some concern by the recent UN votes
that denied the United States a seat on
both the Human Rights Commission
and the Narcotics Trafficking Commis-
sion, many of my colleagues are again
questioning how the U.S. should ap-
proach its participation in the United
Nations.

In reality, while there is sufficient
reason to assess blame on certain func-
tions within the UN, we should also
look to our own government. In 1999,
during the State Department author-
ization debate, I brought to the atten-
tion of my colleagues the treatment of
a dedicated State Department em-
ployee, Ms. Linda Shenwick.

Ms. Shenwick is an exemplary public
servant, having served in the United
States mission to the United Nations
handling personnel and budget issues.
She quickly carved out a reputation for
diligence and hard work.

She earned three consecutive out-
standing ratings and a promotion to

the Senior Executive Service. Ms.
Shenwick’s reputation earned the re-
spect of other UN member states re-
sulting in her election to serve on the
Advisory Committee on Administrative
and Budgetary Questions in 1991 and
again then in 1993.

In her position she repeatedly found
evidence of deliberate waste, fraud and
mismanagement at the UN. Her re-
ports, however, were largely ignored by
the previous administration.

Without recourse to address these in-
cidents on her own, Ms. Shenwick
began notifying key Members of Con-
gress regarding her discoveries. As a
result of her work, Congress forced the
UN to create an Office of Inspector
General to end such fraud and mis-
management.

So how was one of the most valuable
civil servants rewarded? Certain gov-
ernment officials and department em-
ployees embarked on a campaign to
sabotage her career.

Ms. Shenwick has endured false accu-
sations, unsubstantiated poor perform-
ance reviews, and the ultimate and, I
believe, illegal removal from govern-
ment service.

I would like to point out, Mr. Speak-
er, to my colleagues that when former
Secretary Madeline Albright refused to
renominate Ms. Shenwick to the UN
Budget Committee, negating 5 years of
experience with the Byzantine UN
budgetary bureaucracy, the U.S. ended
up losing its seat on the Budget Com-
mittee for the next 4 years.

In all honesty, I do not think we
would be seeing current problems at
the U.S. mission if we had more em-
ployees like Linda Shenwick. Ms.
Shenwick is a person that believes in
the United Nations and wants to serve
to bolster the influence of the United
States and to strengthen the organiza-
tion as a whole.

The problems of waste, fraud and
mismanagement have been highlighted
by most of my colleagues here on the
House floor over the years.
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Why, then, do we not insist that the

Department of State staff the U.S. mis-
sion with those individuals who know
where to look for these problems and
have the courage and have the dedica-
tion to serve and to report them to
Congress?

Ms. Shenwick should be reinstated to
her former position, reimbursed for her
personal expenses, and we should have
her personnel files expunged of any un-
satisfactory reviews or other false evi-
dence to justify those reviews.

I will be sending a letter to President
Bush requesting reinstatement of Ms.
Shenwick so the United States can
again benefit from her expertise, her
diligence, and highly exemplary serv-
ice.

Mr. Speaker, I am also introducing a
concurrent resolution to the same ef-
fect. I hope my colleagues will join
with me in signing this letter to the
President and also cosponsor my legis-
lation.

f

ENERGY CONSERVATION SHOULD
BE FOUNDATION OF OUR NA-
TIONAL POLICY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, my
goal in Congress is for the Federal Gov-
ernment to be a better partner with in-
dividual citizens, their State and local
governments; our communities more
livable, our families safe, healthy and
economically secure.

Having a dependable supply of energy
and using it wisely is critical for a liv-
able community. The current con-
troversy surrounding energy is an ex-
cellent opportunity for this adminis-
tration and this Congress to give
thoughtful consideration to the impact
that energy decisions can have on the
livability of our communities and to
develop a more rational approach to
energy utilization.

Unfortunately, the President, his
chief spokesperson, and most recently
the Vice President, are setting up a
false policy conflict for Americans.
They would like us to somehow believe
that being more thoughtful about use
of energy and the Federal Govern-
ment’s role in promoting a better ap-
proach is somehow an assault on the
American way of life. Nothing could be
further from the truth.

Mr. Speaker, America works best
when we give people choices so they
can determine what works best for
them. A country that disregards the
value of conservation, that ignores fuel
efficiency for all automobiles, that
seeks to maximize production of en-
ergy at the expense of environmental
quality is not protecting the American
way of life, nor is it doing American
families or businesses any favors.

Energy conservation is not just a
matter of personal virtue, but if it

were, there is nothing wrong with for-
mulating energy policy that recognizes
the importance of this virtue.

Energy conservation should be, with
all due respect to the Vice President,
the foundation of our national policy.
It is the only way we will provide sig-
nificant amounts of energy in the near
term. Furthermore, it is an approach
that has already proven effective and
has received bipartisan support.

All the hotly debated talk about
drilling in the Alaskan National Wild-
life Refuge and building a new power
plant a week is not going to alleviate
the problems facing consumers now. In-
stead of cutting the budget for environ-
mental conservation, we need to set
policies that actually encourage it.

There are simple conservation meas-
ures we could be taking today. Number
one, extending fuel efficiency stand-
ards to all vehicles, including SUVs,
light trucks and minivans. An increase
of 3 miles per gallon in the fuel effi-
ciency of SUVs will save more oil than
drilling in the Arctic would ever
produce, and we will get the benefits
long before we ever get any Arctic oil.

Two, encouraging higher building
standards that are more energy effi-
cient, such as colored roofs, which re-
flect heat rays and lower home tem-
peratures by as much as 5 degrees.

Three, we should be promoting new
technologies and alternate fuels. We
should not force people who want a 70-
mile-per-gallon vehicle to have to buy
one from overseas. By providing incen-
tives and Federal support for devel-
oping and deploying energy-efficient
technologies here in the United States,
we can provide new and lucrative mar-
kets for American businesses.

Four, we ought to restore the higher
standards for energy guzzling appli-
ances. The Bush administration should
allow the saving standards issued by
the Clinton administration to stand,
not be rolling them back.

Businesses are already realizing
these benefits. A DuPont plant in New
Jersey, for instance, which refused en-
ergy use per pound of product by one-
third, cut global warming pollution per
pound of product by nearly one-half,
and as production rose 9 percent, the
total energy bill fell by $17 million a
year.

But we need to get help to the people
who perhaps cannot afford it.

Five, helping low-income people with
today’s skyrocketing energy bills and
helping them install energy savings ap-
pliances seems to make sense. If we can
afford, as some suggest, up to $2 tril-
lion in tax cuts, there is no reason that
Congress cannot put some money on
the table now that will help reduce the
demand for energy production and help
low- and moderate-income people save
money over time.

We should have policies that reduce
the extra costs for low-income people
who may not have the money to re-
place appliances that in the long term
will pay for themselves many times
over. The long-term benefits accrue not

just to those low-income households.
The community and the utilities will
benefit huge savings by not building
unnecessary power plants.

Yesterday’s poll in USA Today
showed that the American public un-
derstands this problem and an over-
whelming percentage favor conserva-
tion over production.

We should invest in alternative en-
ergy, retrofit existing buildings with
new technology, help lower-income
people cope today and conserve for to-
morrow, and all of us should embrace
conservation.

These principles should be the basis
of a national energy policy, an ap-
proach that will unite us in Wash-
ington, D.C., because it is what the
people want and it is the quickest path
to building more livable communities.

f

PARENTS’ ROLE IN TEEN
PREGNANCY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentlewoman from
Connecticut (Mrs. JOHNSON) is recog-
nized during morning hour debates for
5 minutes.

Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to be joined on
the floor of the House today by the
gentlewoman from North Carolina
(Mrs. CLAYTON), who is my very dear
friend and colleague. The gentlewoman
and myself and the gentleman from
Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) and the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. LOWEY)
have been very active on the issue of
teen pregnancy, and work closely with
the campaign to end teen pregnancy to
bring attention to the issue throughout
the Nation.

The newest data shows a very inter-
esting fact: Teens listen to their par-
ents. Often parents think their teen-
agers only listen to their teenage
friends, and sometimes parents give up
talking to their teenagers about dif-
ficult subjects like sex and sexuality
and sexual activity amongst teens.

But when your child is in their teen
years, that is a time when you need to
talk with your child. You need to lis-
ten to your son or your daughter. You
need to hear what pressures they feel
and face, because it is only through
that conversation that you can help
your teenager understand their own
growth.

Of course, they are growing in sexual
awareness, but they are also growing
emotionally towards independence and
intellectually towards a level of per-
sonal power necessary for them to ful-
fill their dreams.

When we talk to our kids about sexu-
ality, we rarely talk to them about the
terrible danger teen pregnancy poses to
their growth and development, their
ability to parent, their ability to pro-
vide for their child in the way they
would want to. We rarely talk to them
about the sheer lunacy of teen sex be-
cause of the devastating impact it can
have on their lives. For young girls,
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particularly, inappropriate intimacy
stunts their growth.

Teenagers, by their nature, spend
their teen years weaning themselves
from their parents. That is what grow-
ing up is all about. It is about gaining
your independence, gaining a sense of
yourself, developing your own skills so
that you can be your own person in the
decades ahead.

b 1245

As one weans oneself from the con-
trol of one’s parents, one also must
gain that control oneself. For young
women particularly, premature sexu-
ality has the effect of transferring con-
trol to the young man. It is simply
more true for young girls than it is for
a young man. Yet, we do not talk with
our girls about this at all.

We do not help them to see that, if
they want to succeed in the project of
growing up, if they want to be their
own person, if they want to be intellec-
tually strong, they want to be morally
strong, they want to have a sound
body, a sound mind, a sound heart,
they have to take responsibility for
themselves.

In seeking to leave their parents, it
is particularly dangerous for young
girls to shift that power of control
through sexual intimacy to a young
man. That is unfortunately exactly
what happens, and we do not even talk
about it.

So it is important to talk to one’s
teens. It is important to listen to the
pressures they face. It is important not
to be afraid of those pressures because,
through discussion, one will arm one’s
child with an understanding of the
power that abstinence provides them
over themselves and gives them in
shaping their future.

Now, growing up has always been
tough. It is tough all through one’s life
to really grow up well. But it is par-
ticularly tough in teen years and dur-
ing that process of adolescence. If we,
as parents, cannot talk straighter with
our children and cannot listen at a
level that allows us to listen to things
we never thought we would hear our
kids say, then we cannot, with them,
help them guide themselves through
the difficult waters of adolescence in
today’s world and the many pressures
that growing up imposes on teenagers.

So kids need to talk to their folks
and folks need to listen to their chil-
dren. We hope that, by investing
money in the research necessary to
better understand teen sexuality and
teen growth, we will be better able to
help kids understand how it is that one
becomes empowered to be oneself and
to determine one’s own course and how
it is we establish healthy, strong, lov-
ing relationships throughout one’s life-
time. By investing money in this very
important research project, we will be
able to talk from an increasingly sound
and strong basis of knowledge our-
selves.

But we also hope that, through sheer
publicity, we will be able to help teens

understand that premature sexual inti-
macy is destructive of their future.

I am delighted to be here with the
gentlewoman from North Carolina
(Mrs. CLAYTON) today.

f

PARENTS’ ROLE IN TEEN
PREGNANCY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNCAN). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2001, the
gentlewoman from North Carolina
(Mrs. CLAYTON) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mrs. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I am
also delighted to join the gentlewoman
from Connecticut (Mrs. JOHNSON) as we
serve on the House Caucus for the Pre-
vention of Teenage Pregnancy. I am de-
lighted for many year reasons; one, be-
cause this is an opportunity, and the
month of May is an opportunity to
raise the awareness.

Over the last several years, I have
spoken out often and devoted a lot of
time and energy to this effort. But no
more time is more rewarding than
talking to young people themselves
and talking to community leaders
about this issue.

This week alone, I spoke to three dif-
ferent schools. It included a high
school and two junior high schools.
What I am finding out is that young
people themselves have views, opin-
ions, and they are part of a leadership,
too. They should be engaged in this
issue.

I am convinced if one is effectively to
reduce teenage pregnancy, we must, in-
deed, bring the awareness to the com-
munity of the consequences of teenage
pregnancies, not only to the families,
the young people themselves, but also
to the community. But more impor-
tantly, we must, indeed, engage our
youth, because they are factored in re-
solving this issue.

We have good news. Since 1990, teen-
age pregnancies have gone down. It has
been a steady decline. So we should
celebrate that as a Nation. We deserve
to be proud of that activity. But in
spite of our good efforts and success,
still, yet today, more than 1 million
children, young people, indeed, become
pregnant each year, those younger
than the age of 20. Nearly 1 million
every year now, although it is going
down, there is a steady number of per-
sons, indeed, who are teenagers who
are becoming parents before they reach
their 20th birthday.

Also, in my part of the State, eastern
North Carolina, the rate is not going
down as fast. In fact, I have several of
my counties where the rate is higher
than in my State. So I am, indeed, con-
cerned about that.

May, as I say, is an opportunity
where we can bring the awareness to
both the community and to the young
people. The thing we want to empha-
size to our young people that teenage
is a time when they should be concen-
trating on education. They should be
having fun. They should be talking

about their career. They should be
growing up and not focused on preg-
nancy or being a parent prematurely.

Mr. Speaker, I was happy to join the
gentlewoman from Connecticut (Mrs.
JOHNSON) recently when the National
Campaign to Prevent Teenage Preg-
nancy released their report. As the
gentlewoman has already commented,
that report emphasizes several things,
both around parents and teenagers; and
that teenagers really wanted to talk to
their parents.

Sometimes parents thought teen-
agers wanted to talk to teenagers and
were getting all the information from
them. But they really thought they
should get that information from the
parents. Both parents and teenagers
agree more often than one would think.
Ninety-five percent of parents felt that
abstinence was absolutely what should
happen. Ninety-three percent of the
teenagers thought, now one would not
have thought that, but 93 percent of
the teenagers themselves thought ab-
stinence should be.

Both those same groups also felt
that, but a lesser degree in terms of the
parents, that, indeed, contraception
should be a part of the story, and that
they were not necessarily in conflict
with each other; that abstinence
should be emphasized; and, indeed, that
contraception information about that
should be a part of that as well.

Also, there was consensus about the
role of the school. Both parents and
teenagers felt that the primary role of
the school was not necessarily to teach
the values or the appropriateness, but
there was a role for the schools, and
that the school should be engaged in
that process; that the primary respon-
sibility should be the parent. If both
parents and teenagers believe that,
something must be missing in this
game. It means that parents and teen-
agers are not talking to each other.

Now, many of the parents, as I said
earlier, on one hand believe that con-
traception information and abstinence
may give a dual message that may be
in conflict. But the teenagers did not
believe that. They did not see it. They
felt that abstinence, indeed, the 93 per-
cent believed it; but also a vast major-
ity of those teenagers also felt the in-
formation about contraception was
very, very important.

In fact, I personally believe that ab-
stinence is the most important. But I
also know that young people are very
active sexually. So we must be engaged
in providing the critical important in-
formation to teenagers so they can
make the decision. I believe if we em-
power young people, they will make
the difference.

Over the last several years, I have spoken
out often and devoted a lot of time and energy
to teen pregnancy prevention. My most mean-
ingful efforts have involved a host of meetings
and discussions with youth and community
leaders where the focus has been on preven-
tion and development activities in my congres-
sional district. This week, I visited three dif-
ferent schools including a senior high school
and two middle schools.
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I am convinced that if we are to effectively

reduce teenage childbearing, we must do
more to raise the awareness level of this issue
in our communities and actively engage our
youth. Our youth have ideas, opinions and can
provide leadership in our efforts to reduce
teenage pregnancy.

Since the early 1990s, teen pregnancy and
birth rates have steadily declined. As a nation,
we deserve to be proud of the progress we
have made. Yet, despite these impressive
gains, 4 out of 10 girls in this country still get
pregnant at least once by age 20—nearly 1
million adolescent pregnancies each year.
Also, in eastern North Carolina, the rate has
not gone down at the same time as the Na-
tion, several counties in my district are among
the highest in the State. In other words, we
have a long way to go.

May is Teen Pregnancy Prevention Month.
This is the most opportune time for all of us
to redouble our efforts in convincing young
people that adolescence must be a time for
continued positive growth in the areas of edu-
cation. It is the growing up and having fun
stage for youth, not the time to dwell on preg-
nancy and parenthood. I was happy to re-
cently help the private, nonprofit National
Campaign to Prevent Teen Pregnancy release
two new important reports (including a large
nationally representative survey of adults and
teens) that should provide comfort to parents
and schools while challenging.

First, and perhaps most importantly, the sur-
vey released by the National Campaign clearly
shows that the American public has a very
common sense view of the teen pregnancy
problem despite the often-extreme rhetoric
that surrounds the issue. The overwhelming
majority of adults and teens believe that teens
should not be sexually active but those who
are should have access to contraception. The
survey also reveals, however, that the public
does not view abstinence and contraceptive
use as equally attractive options. A clear na-
tional consensus exists that school-age teens
should not have sex—more than nine of ten
adults (95 percent) and teens (93 percent)
said it is important that teens be given a
strong abstinence message from society.

The consensus position seems to recognize
that the continued debate over abstinence
versus contraception is counter-productive and
misses the more critical issue of motivation.
Teens will do neither unless they are highly
motivated to avoid pregnancy in the first place.

Parents who feel that they have lost their
children to the influence of peers and popular
culture should note that teens say their par-
ents influence their sexual decisionmaking
more than any other source. Parents, on the
other hand, believe that peers wield the great-
est influence on these matters. This
generational divide must be bridged. Parents
need to know that their children really do want
to hear from them about sex, love, and rela-
tionships, even if they don’t always seem like
it.

Schools are also clearly part of the solution
to teen pregnancy. When asked where they
have learned the most about preventing teen
pregnancy, more teens said teachers and sex
educators than other sources. Once again,
however, both adults and teens take a com-
mon sense view of how much of the sex edu-
cation burden schools should shoulder. Nine
out of ten adults disagree that sex education
is primarily the responsibility of schools and

few adults or teens believe that schools are
responsible for fixing the problem of teen
pregnancy.

So what should be done? What do these
findings and others from the National Cam-
paign suggest? Here are some simple rec-
ommendations for continued progress in pre-
venting teen pregnancy:

Abstinence should be strongly stressed as
the best choice for teens because of its effec-
tiveness and its consistency with the beliefs of
adults and teens. But giving teens information
about—and access to—contraception is still
important.

Arguments over which strategy is better—
sexual abstinence or contraceptive use—are
recipes for stalemate. More of both are need-
ed. In a diverse country, a number of dif-
ference approaches to preventing teen preg-
nancy is absolutely essential.

Parents can do much more to help. Kids
want to hear from their parents about sex and
values but often do not.

Effective programs to reduce teen preg-
nancy should be expanded, but it is unrealistic
to assume that community programs alone will
solve this problem.

The good news about declining rates of
teen pregnancy and birth is that progress on
this seemingly intractable social problem is
possible.

I was delighted by the comments and sug-
gestions made by youth during my recent visit
to neighborhood schools. Youth are concerned
about the lack of productive after school activi-
ties. Youth leaders would like to become more
active in prevention activities with other youth,
and would like to know that contraceptives are
provided hassle free.

I believe that devoting more energy re-
sources and funding to prevention teen preg-
nancy would not only improve the health, edu-
cation, and economic opportunities of our Na-
tion’s youth, but it would save money in the
long run.

We cannot overestimate the far-reaching ef-
fects of teen pregnancy. We must continue to
pursue ways to develop pregnancy prevention
programs that educate and support high-risk
youth and their families through comprehen-
sive social and health services.

Young people who believe that they have
real futures to risk, have real incentives to
delay parenting. That is why when we demand
responsible behavior we have reciprocal obli-
gation to offer a real future beyond early par-
enting and poverty.

I strongly support abstinence education and
feel that abstinence programs are critically im-
portant for pre-teens as well as teens; we,
however, cannot ignore the fact that so many
of our teens are already sexually active.
Therefore it is important that teens hear both
messages, abstinence and contraception.
Good, factual information is empowering to
our youth, especially with guidance from their
parents. I encourage each community to help
determine how best to address this critical
issue.

f

TRIBUTE TO GLADYS HARRINGTON
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. SAM JOHNSON) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, today I rise to pay tribute to

what I consider a great American lady,
a woman who has witnessed firsthand
World War I, the Great Depression,
World War II, the invention of tele-
vision, the microwave, and the World
Wide Web.

On May 29, Gladys Harrington, who is
a real friend of mine, a true pillar of
the Plano, Texas community, is cele-
brating her 100th birthday.

She has lived an abundant life. She
moved to Plano in the early 1900s when
1,500 people lived there. Today, Plano is
home to 230,000 plus and growing.

She married Fred Harrington in 1919
in Plano, Texas and gave birth to two
sons, Joe Harrington and Conner Har-
rington. Conner Harrington actually
ran for Congress against a Democrat
icon, Sam Rayburn, who was a friend of
mine as well. She is the proud grandma
of four children, Connie, Cynthia, Mary
Lou, and Freddy, as well as two great
grandchildren, Sage and Emily.

It is obvious that she has touched the
lives of those around her and blessed
everyone with her passion for life and
zest for service. As a member of the
First Christian Church, she taught
Sunday school, led the Christian
Women Fellowship and served as a dea-
coness.

In addition, they helped found what
is now the Gladys Harrington Library
in Plano. What started as a one-room
temporary facility has now blossomed
into one of the leading libraries in the
area.

Mr. Speaker, I may not even be
standing here today were it not for the
hard work and selfless dedication of my
dear friend Gladys. I say that because
Gladys helped me run my first cam-
paign for Congress in 1991 and every
time thereafter.

Every Republican knows that one
cannot do anything Republican in
Texas without Gladys Harrington. She
has volunteered countless hours of her
time and dollars to help the party rise
to the best that it is today. Think
about it. Every Statewide office in
Texas is now Republican. The Texan in
the White House is even a Republican,
too; and Gladys helped him as well.

Gladys helped lay the essential
groundwork for the grassroots efforts
for this amazing fete. She has mobi-
lized ground troops, attended conven-
tions, paid her dues and then some.

In addition to giving her time to the
Republican Party, she gives so much to
those around her. In fact, she continues
to go to a book club and to the Plano
Chamber Orchestra. She keeps
scrapbooking, detailing the many years
behind her and saving room for more to
come.

I think America needs more good
people like Gladys Harrington. She is a
great American in my view, and I am
proud to know her. I just want to wish
Gladys a happy birthday. Plano would
not be the same without Gladys.
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TEENAGE PREGNANCY MONTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentlewoman from In-
diana (Ms. CARSON) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I come to the floor of the House this
afternoon because I care about our
communities and our young people. I
want to give an ovation to the honor-
able gentlewoman from North Carolina
(Mrs. CLAYTON) to support this teenage
pregnancy month and certainly to the
gentlewoman from Connecticut (Mrs.
JOHNSON), who had another engage-
ment and had to leave, because it is
imperative, I believe, to raise the
awareness around the crisis of teenage
pregnancy.

Nearly 1 million teenagers in this
country become pregnant every year.
One in four of these teenagers will have
a second baby within years of the first
child. In Indiana, from which I hail, if
you will, we have 37,340 teenage girls
who become pregnant every year. Just
imagine, 37,340 teenage girls become
pregnant every year. Eighty-eight out
of every 1,000 girls age 15 to 19 become
pregnant in Indiana every year.

When a teenager has a baby, it re-
duces her chances of completing high
school. It reduces her chances of earn-
ing a decent wage. Her access to health
care will decrease, which will con-
tribute to poor nutritional health for
her and her baby. In so many cases, be-
cause she cannot afford a baby-sitter,
this young woman either loses her job
for missing days to stay with a child or
is forced to leave her baby in situations
that are totally undesirable.

In addition, my recent bill, the Re-
sponsible Fatherhood Act seeks to ad-
dress many of the fathers who are ei-
ther unwilling or unable to be a source
of support, both financially and emo-
tionally, for their children. The effects
of teenage pregnancy may also have
negative effects on young fathers.

I would hasten to add, however, Mr.
Speaker, that the majority of teenage
girls who become pregnant have not
had relationships with young boys. The
babies are fathered by men who are not
teenagers.

b 1300
Some studies suggest, on the other

hand, that teenage fathers obtain
somewhat lower education levels, suf-
fer from loss of earnings on the order of
10 to 15 percent annually, and are more
likely to end up in prison. This too
causes long-term consequences for so-
ciety as a whole.

There are no easy answers to solving
teenage pregnancy, and our approach
must be comprehensive and multi-
faceted. I would like to acknowledge
the successful efforts that have been
made as a result of communities work-
ing through a variety of programs that
coordinate parents, schools, commu-
nities, and religious organizations.

I would like to recognize the impor-
tant work of the National Campaign to

Prevent Teen Pregnancy. The organiza-
tion does a tremendous job because it
recognizes the broad consequences for
society and the individuals directly in-
volved when children continue to have
children. We must empower and sup-
port the brave individuals all over the
country who are working with pro-
grams at the grass-roots level to re-
duce teenage pregnancy. It is programs
such as these that give our young peo-
ple a fighting chance and an alter-
native to engaging in destructive be-
havior.

We believe that if young people have
a strategy for the future and have hope
about their career and have economic
security, they are more likely to value
the need to develop themselves, rather
than getting involved in behavior that
is self-destructive, including premature
sex.

I would like to recognize an impor-
tant bill introduced by my colleague,
the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr.
OSBORNE). This bill, the Mentoring for
Success Act, will provide grants to ex-
pand mentoring through new programs
and existing programs throughout the
country, hopefully reaching around
200,000 young people.

As the gentleman from Nebraska
mentioned, studies have shown that
young people who are mentored will be
50 percent less likely to skip school, 50
percent less likely to begin using
drugs, 36 percent less likely to lie to a
parent, 30 percent less likely to com-
mit a violent act of any kind, and cer-
tainly they are less likely to drop out
of high school.

Mr. Speaker, let me add in closing
that I stand here as a Member of the
United States Congress and am the
product of a teenage pregnancy. How-
ever, the amount of community sup-
port, religious support, and school sup-
port that I received as a young person
has boded well in terms of my future. I
hope that we can work together in Con-
gress to pass important pieces of legis-
lation and to offer the necessary re-
sources to counteract this pandemic.

f

RECESS
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.

DUNCAN). Pursuant to clause 12 of rule
I, the Chair declares the House in re-
cess until 2 p.m.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 2 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until 2 p.m.

f
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AFTER RECESS
The recess having expired, the House

was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. GIBBONS) at 2 p.m.

f

PRAYER
The Reverend Gene Arey, New Har-

vest Ministry, Waynesboro, Virginia,
offered the following prayer:

Father God, we acknowledge You as
the Ruler of all nations and we pray for
peace and justice in our world.

We pray First Timothy 2:1–4, ‘‘I ex-
hort, therefore, that, first of all, sup-
plications, prayers, intercessions, and
giving of thanks be made for all men;
for kings; and for all that are in au-
thority; that we may lead a quiet and
peaceable life in all godliness and hon-
esty. For this is good and acceptable in
the sight of God our Savior, who will
have all men to be saved and to come
unto the knowledge of the truth.’’

Father, I pray for our President and
the First Lady. Bless them this day
and give them the wisdom to do all
that is set before them.

I pray for these Representatives, to
have the wisdom of God to accomplish
all that is set before them to do. Bless
them for their commitment to serve
the people of our Nation and carry out
their duties.

Father, in Jesus’ Name I call this
United States of America blessed in
Jesus’ Name.

God bless America. Amen.

f

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a
vote on agreeing to the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the Speaker’s approval
of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

f

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. EVANS)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. EVANS led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

f

SUNDRY MESSAGES FROM THE
PRESIDENT

Sundry messages in writing from the
President of the United States were
communicated to the House by Mr.
Sherman Williams, one of his secre-
taries.
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WELCOME TO THE REVEREND

GENE AREY
(Mr. GOODLATTE asked and was

given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, it is
my pleasure today to say a word about
our guest Chaplain who is also my con-
stituent.

The Reverend Gene Arey, who was
born and raised in Waynesboro, Vir-
ginia, has served as copastor of
Waynesboro’s New Harvest Worship
Center with his wife, Linda. The couple
cofounded the church, located at 535
West Main Street, more than 7 years
ago. Reverend and Mrs. Arey, who are
active in foreign missions, recently re-
turned from Romania, where they also
serve as church leaders. Reverend Arey
was ordained by Archbishop Silas Owiti
of Kenya, Africa, and Dr. Decker
Tapscott, pastor of Faith Christian
Church in Warrenton, Virginia. Rev-
erend Arey is joined in Washington
today by his wife, his son Larry, daugh-
ter-in-law Kay, and granddaughter
Olivia who live in Greenville, Virginia,
also in my district.

f

ENERGY EFFICIENCY
(Ms. MCCOLLUM asked and was

given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, the
President will be in St. Paul, Min-
nesota, on Thursday to unveil his vi-
sion for a national energy policy. Min-
nesotans understand the value of a bal-
anced approach that needs to be part of
an energy policy which embraces our
environmental qualities. We must have
clean fuels, renewable energy and im-
proved energy efficiency and invest in
alternative energy resources. The Vice
President said conservation is a sign of
personal virtue, but not a basis for pol-
icy. In Minnesota, conservation is com-
mon sense. It means saving energy and
money by using our resources more ef-
ficiently. Improved energy standards
for consumer products would eliminate
the need for an additional 180 new
power plants. Energy efficiency stand-
ards have already saved American con-
sumers $50 billion this past decade.
Minnesotans expect conservation to be
an important part of any energy policy
that balances today’s energy needs
with the needs of future generations.

f

H.R. 1 EXPANDS CHOICE FOR
PARENTS

(Mr. BALLENGER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, chil-
dren should not be trapped in failing
schools where they cannot possibly
reach their fullest educational poten-
tial. That is why H.R. 1 includes a
school choice program that enables
parents to remove their children from
schools that, as President Bush says,
do not teach and will not change.

Before giving parents the option of
sending their children to another
school, H.R. 1 gives low-performing
schools the chance to improve by offer-
ing them financial assistance to in-
crease student achievement. If these
schools do not make adequate progress
after 2 years, parents will be able to
send their children to another public
school. After 3 years of chronic failure,
disadvantaged students will be eligible
for private school scholarships.

H.R. 1, it should be noted, aims to
bolster failing public schools by giving
them special financial help. But more
funding cannot be the final remedy.
There must be a safety valve that al-
lows children to escape continually
low-performing schools.

It goes without saying that we are all
committed to improving the quality of
our Nation’s schools; but first and fore-
most, students themselves should be
our most pressing concern. And it is
our responsibility to empower parents
to make the right decision for their
children’s future.

f

CALIFORNIA’S ELECTRICITY
CRISIS

(Mr. FILNER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, we now
know what GOP means. It means gas,
oil and petroleum. What is the admin-
istration’s answer to the electricity
crisis confronting the West and soon
the rest of the Nation? Drill for oil in
the Arctic National Wildlife Reserve,
cut research into renewable energy re-
search, cut conservation programs.

Mr. Speaker, that is not the answer
for the western electricity crisis. We
must conserve. We must move more
into renewable sources. We must do
more research. But most of all, we have
to bring down the criminal prices that
are being charged for wholesale elec-
tricity in California and the rest of the
West. The Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, this Congress, this admin-
istration, must act now. It is the prices
that are killing the California and
western economy. It is the prices that
are going to kill the rest of this Na-
tion’s economy. California is being bled
dry by electricity wholesalers. We are
being charged $2.5 billion a month for
our electricity. This cannot stand. It is
time for Congress, it is time for this
administration to act. Let us get away
from a gas, oil and petroleum policy for
this administration.

f

INCREASED SPENDING JEOPARD-
IZES FUTURE OF SOCIAL SECU-
RITY AND MEDICARE

(Mr. SMITH of Michigan asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, the so-called transition cost for So-
cial Security, if we do nothing, if we
make no changes, is $120 trillion over

the next 75 years. If we start now by
developing the kind of bridge that will
bridge the gap between expected reve-
nues and expenditures that is nec-
essary to increase the returns over
what Social Security will otherwise be
able to pay, we can do it. The average
return that is paid in in Social Secu-
rity taxes is now estimated by the So-
cial Security actuaries to be 1.7 per-
cent return on that so-called invest-
ment, or those taxes. In a perfect con-
gressional world, we would not have a
tax cut, we would stop the dramatic in-
crease in spending of this Congress
that jeopardizes not only the economy
but leaves our kids with a huge debt
and jeopardizes the future of Social Se-
curity and Medicare. Let us hold the
line on increased spending.

f

TIME TO INVESTIGATE THE FBI

(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. TRAFICANT. What is the big
surprise, Mr. Speaker, in the McVeigh
case? The FBI has been hiding evidence
for years. Think about it.

If you really believe that two Libyan
mules blew up Pan Am 103, you are on
Prozac.

If you really believe that the best
FBI sharpshooter just happened to ac-
cidentally shoot Mrs. Weaver right be-
tween the eyes, you still believe in
Mother Goose.

Congress, if you believe the Waco
jury heard the whole truth from the
FBI, you still believe in the Tooth
Fairy.

And, Congress, if you still believe the
propaganda about the assassination of
JFK, by God, you still believe that Mae
West is a virgin.

Beam me up. It is time for an inves-
tigation into FBI hiding and con-
cealing exculpatory evidence on crimi-
nal defendants.

I yield back the FBI corruption from
Boston, Massachusetts to Youngstown,
Ohio.

f

MILITARY WEAR

(Mr. HEFLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, I under-
stand that some Members of Congress
are working on legislation which will
tell the United States Army what kind
of headgear to wear. I believe this ac-
tion is micromanagement at its worst
and makes Congress the fashion police.

For those of us who have strong ties
to the military community, this entire
episode has been a whirlwind of emo-
tions. Like most of my constituents, I
too felt the issuance of a black beret,
the modern-day symbol of excellence in
the United States Armed Forces, to all
soldiers was ill-advised. As I have re-
lated to senior Army officials and my
constituents, this action is analogous
to issuing a letter jacket to all high
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school seniors regardless of whether
they played ball or not. This problem
has been worked out, however, by al-
lowing the Rangers to wear a different
color beret to distinguish their unique
contribution.

Even though I believe the Army is
spending too much money on berets,
$30 million and climbing, and even
though I have problems with where
they are made, particularly in China,
although that contract has been can-
celed, I believe Congress does not have
the time or the charter to meddle with
what the Army does or does not wear.
If we can trust the chief of staff of the
Army to command our young Ameri-
cans in wartime, certainly we can trust
him to determine what kind of uniform
they will wear.

f

CONGRATULATING DENISE
QUINONES AND TITO TRINIDAD

(Mr. ACEVEDO-VILÁ asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. ACEVEDO-VILÁ. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to congratulate two Puerto
Ricans that in the past weekend made
all of us very proud. I am talking about
Denise Quinones, who won the Miss
Universe contest held in Puerto Rico
last Friday, and Felix ‘‘Tito’’ Trinidad
who on Saturday added the middle-
weight championship to his already
amazing resume.

Denise and Tito, as we call him down
there, make us proud because they rep-
resent some of the best qualities of the
Puerto Rican people. Denise is much
more than a beautiful face. She is ex-
tremely bright, well educated, fully bi-
lingual and ready to meet the chal-
lenges of the future. Denise is a true
role model for our youth.

We also celebrate the triumph of our
champion Felix ‘‘Tito’’ Trinidad who is
the best pound-for-pound boxer in the
world. Tito embodies the talent and
discipline of Puerto Rican youth. His
unbreakable will in the ring reflects
the strength of the Puerto Rican peo-
ple.

Today, Puerto Rico celebrates two
real stars. Denise and Tito remind us
that we can accomplish anything
through dedication and perseverance.
Felicidades a ambos. (Congratulations
to both of you.)

f

SUSPENSION OF UNLAWFUL AND
UNNECESSARY REGULATIONS

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, indus-
tries around this Nation continually
are burdened by unfair and unneces-
sary regulations. However, last year
the mining industry faced an addi-
tional and unnecessary burden, an un-
lawful regulation.

Previously, Congress called for the
National Academy of Sciences to study
and assess the effectiveness of the ex-

isting 3809 regulations that affect the
mining industry. That study, author-
ized by Congress, concluded that the
existing laws were effective in pro-
tecting the environment. Yet the Clin-
ton administration last year promul-
gated new 3809 regulations in spite of
the National Academy’s findings and in
direct violation of Federal law.

b 1415

In fiscal year 2000, the Interior appro-
priations bill clearly prohibited the
promulgation of any new 3809 rules ex-
cept those ‘‘which are not inconsistent
with the National Academy of Science
studies.’’

Thankfully, President Bush realized
the error of President Clinton’s ways,
and now we have only to roll back the
unnecessary and unlawful 3809 regula-
tions proposed by the previous admin-
istration, which do not protect the en-
vironment or the American people.

f

PERIODIC REPORT ON NATIONAL
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO
BURMA—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 107–70)

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GIB-
BONS) laid before the House the fol-
lowing message from the President of
the United States; which was read and,
together with the accompanying pa-
pers, without objection, referred to the
Committee on International Relations
and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:
As required by section 401(c) of the

National Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C.
1641(c), and section 204(c) of the Inter-
national Emergency Economic Powers
Act (IEEPA), 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), I trans-
mit herewith a 6-month periodic report
on the national emergency with re-
spect to Burma that was declared in
Executive Order 13047 of May 20, 1997.

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 15, 2001.

f

CONTINUATION OF EMERGENCY
WITH RESPECT TO BURMA—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC.
NO. 107–71)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on International Relations and ordered
to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the
anniversary date of its declaration, the
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a
notice stating that the emergency is to
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-

vision, I have sent the enclosed notice
to the Federal Register for publication,
stating that the emergency declared
with respect to Burma is to continue in
effect beyond May 20, 2001. The most
recent notice continuing this emer-
gency was published in the Federal Reg-
ister on May 19, 2000.

As long as the Government of Burma
continues is policies of committing
large-scale repression of the demo-
cratic opposition in Burma, this situa-
tion continues to pose an unusual and
extraordinary threat to the national
security and foreign policy of the
United States. For this reason, I have
determined that it is necessary to
maintain in force these emergency au-
thorities beyond May 20, 2001.

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 15, 2001.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
announces that he will postpone fur-
ther proceedings today on each motion
to suspend the rules on which a re-
corded vote or the yeas and nays are
ordered or on which the vote is ob-
jected to under clause 6 of rule XX.

Such record votes, if postponed, will
be taken after debate has been con-
cluded on all motions to suspend the
rules, but not before 6 p.m. today.

f

EXPEDITING CONSTRUCTION OF
WORLD WAR II MEMORIAL IN
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1696) to expedite the construction
of the World War II memorial in the
District of Columbia.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 1696

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. EXPEDITED COMMENCEMENT BY

AMERICAN BATTLE MONUMENTS
COMMISSION OF CONSTRUCTION OF
WORLD WAR II MEMORIAL.

Section 2113 of title 36, United States Code,
as added by section 601(a) of the Veterans
Millennium Health Care and Benefits Act
(Public Law 106–117; 113 Stat. 1576), is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

‘‘(i) CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTION TO COM-
MENCE CONSTRUCTION.—(1) The requirements
of the National Environmental Policy Act of
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), the Commemora-
tive Works Act (40 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.), and
all other laws pertaining to the siting and
design for the World War II memorial having
been met, the Commission shall expedi-
tiously proceed with the construction of the
World War II memorial at the dedicated
Rainbow Pool site in the District of Colum-
bia.

‘‘(2) The construction of the World War II
memorial authorized by paragraph (1) shall
be consistent with—

‘‘(A) the final architectural submission
made to the Commission of Fine Arts and
the National Capital Planning Commission
on June 30, 2000, as supplemented on Novem-
ber 2, 2000; and
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‘‘(B) such reasonable construction permit

requirements as may be required by the Sec-
retary of the Interior, acting through the
National Park Service.

‘‘(3) The decision to construct the World
War II memorial at the dedicated Rainbow
Pool site, decisions implementing this sub-
section, and decisions regarding the design
for the World War II memorial are final and
conclusive and shall not be subject to admin-
istrative or judicial review.’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. STUMP) and the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. EVANS) each will con-
trol 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. STUMP).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 1696.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.
Mr. STUMP. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume.
(Mr. STUMP asked and was given

permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Speaker, 8 years ago
this month, the original authorization
for a memorial on the Mall honoring
the World War II veterans was signed
into law, and still construction has not
yet begun. H.R. 1696 will be the sixth
bipartisan piece of legislation Congress
has sent to the White House for ap-
proval, attempting to move the process
along.

Over the past 6 years, 22 public hear-
ings have been held on the site and de-
sign of the memorial in compliance
with the Commemorative Works Act.
The memorial site and design have re-
ceived the endorsements of the Historic
Preservation Officer of the District of
Columbia and four endorsements from
the D.C. Historic Preservation Review
Board. The Commission of Fine Arts
and the National Capitol Planning
Commission has each rendered ap-
proval for the memorial five times.
This site was approved by both the Sec-
retary of the Interior and the Presi-
dent. And still construction has not
begun.

Two other very important things
have also been happening since Con-
gress first authorized this memorial.
Through the leadership and hard work
of former Senator Bob Dole and Acad-
emy Award winning actor Tom Hanks,
the memorial fund has now raised over
$170 million. There are no taxpayer
funds involved in this memorial. Fi-
nancial support has come in from half
a million Americans, hundreds of cor-
porations and foundations, dozens of
civic, fraternal and professional orga-
nizations, 48 state legislatures, over
1,000 schools, and numerous veterans
groups representing millions of vet-
erans.

Unfortunately, something else has
been happening since the memorial was

authorized, Mr. Speaker. Millions of
World War II veterans have gone to
their eternal rest. According to VA sta-
tistics, 3 million World War II veterans
have died since this memorial was au-
thorized in 1993.

Once begun, construction of the me-
morial will take approximately 30
months. In that time, nearly 1 million
additional World War II veterans will
pass away. Each day of delay tragically
adds 1,100 more. And still construction
has not begun.

Why? Because a small group of oppo-
nents are desperately using litigation
to challenge prior decisions and delay
construction so they can drag the me-
morial back through a mind-numbing
bureaucracy. The opponents are not
satisfied by more than 20 public meet-
ings over the past 6 years resulting in
endorsements and approval of all agen-
cies required by law. They wanted to
go back to square one.

This is truly bureaucracy at its
worst. It has literally taken twice as
long to go from Congressional approval
to construction of a World War II me-
morial than it did to fight and win
World War II in the first place.

Once again, it is up to Congress to
get the job done and save the memorial
from what an article in the Washington
Post called ‘‘A bureaucratic form of
double jeopardy.’’

A New York Times article recently
quoted the Chairman of the National
Capital Planning Commission as favor-
ing Congressional action to ‘‘clarify
the issue and moot the question by
saying the Commission’s actions were
in fact valid.’’

H.R. 1696 does exactly that. It states
that the memorial has met all legal re-
quirements and that construction
should begin expeditiously. This legis-
lation has the support of virtually
every service organization in the coun-
try, and I strongly urge my colleagues
to vote for the bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to be join-
ing with the Chairman of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services and the
former chairman of the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs, my good friend, the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. STUMP). I
am glad to have him back working on
veterans’ issues, if just for one day.

This measure, H.R. 1696, will expedite
the construction of the new national
World War II memorial in the District
of Columbia. I commend my friend
from Arizona for his leadership on this
issue and am honored to manage this
measure with him. The gentleman from
Arizona (Mr. STUMP) is one of the he-
roes of World War II. Mr. Speaker, to
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
STUMP) and the other members of his
generation, we all say thank you for
your service and sacrifice; it is time to
build a memorial to honor your ac-
tions.

Mr. Speaker, a national World War II
memorial will honor all Americans

who served in the Armed Forces during
World War II, as well as the millions of
other Americans who contributed in
countless ways to the war effort.

Mr. Speaker, the time to construct
this memorial is now. More than 50
years after the end of World War II,
there does not exist in our Nation’s
Capital a fitting memorial to the serv-
ice and sacrifices of millions of Ameri-
cans who preserved democracy and de-
feated totalitarianism during World
War II. The time to construct this me-
morial is now.

Mr. Speaker, in a longer statement I
will submitting for the record at the
end of my statement, I review the his-
tory of the World War II memorial. The
memorial has been the subject of re-
peated reviews, hearings, public exami-
nations and official actions. It is time
to build this memorial now.

Mr. Speaker, the national World War
II memorial will be located between
the Washington Monument and the
Lincoln Memorial. Some critics of the
memorial argue the memorial would
‘‘clutter up an already crowded site.’’ A
prominent memorial to honor those
who served and sacrificed, this memo-
rial is not ‘‘clutter.’’ The time to build
this memorial is now.

I expect there will always be some
opposition to this memorial by its
scope, its location and design or by
some individual group. Ironically, the
right to oppose this amendment was
defeated and preserved by those who
fought for and defended this country in
World War II.

Mr. Speaker, let us expedite the con-
struction of the World War II Memo-
rial, and construct it now.

Mr. Speaker, John Ruskin once said ‘‘our
duty is to preserve what the past has said for
itself, and to say for ourselves what shall be
true for the future.’’ This statement is an ap-
propriate guide for our deliberations today as
we consider H.R. 1696, a bill that will expedite
the construction of the National World War II
Memorial in the District of Columbia.

In 1993, Congress passed legislation au-
thorizing the creation of a National World War
II Memorial in Washington, DC. President Clin-
ton signed the legislation into law on May 25,
1993. The memorial is intended to honor all
who served in the United States Armed
Forces during World War II. It is also intended
to honor the entire nation’s contribution to the
war effort. The future National World War II
Memorial will be an integral part of the Wash-
ington, DC landscape. The memorial will not
only appropriately honor and pay tribute to
those who sacrificed so much, but will educate
future generations to some of the costs of
freedom.

Mr. Speaker, 14 years after Congress au-
thorized the construction of this memorial, and
six years from the first of 22 public hearings
on its site and design, the memorial’s con-
struction remains delayed by a lawsuit filed by
a small opposition group and a procedural
issue involving the National Capital Planning
Commission (NCPC), one of the agencies re-
quired by law to approve the memorial.

NCPC decisions of the past two years, in-
cluding its approval of the National World War
II Memorial, have been placed in question be-
cause the former NCPC chairman continued to
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serve on the commission after the expiration
of his term. The legislation that established the
commission permitted the chairman to serve
until replaced, but when the law was amended
this language was inadvertently omitted. The
NCPC has scheduled yet another public hear-
ing on the memorial for June 14, 2001. Mean-
while, court action on the lawsuit is on hold
pending resolution of this issue, which may
take several more months to conclude.

Mr. Speaker, more than 16 million Ameri-
cans served in uniform during World War II.
More than 400,000 gave their lives, over
670,000 were wounded, and millions more
supported the war effort on the front here at
home. Of the 16 million who served, only five
million remain alive today. World War II vet-
erans, who saved democracy and served he-
roically, today are battling the diseases and
disabilities of older age. Today, our World War
II veterans are dying at a rate of 1,100 per
day. With more than 400,000 veterans dying
each year, every delay in memorial construc-
tion ensures that hundreds of thousands of
World War II veterans will never witness the
completion of this memorial. H.R. 1696 will ex-
pedite construction of the memorial and make
it possible for many of our World War II vet-
erans to be able to see the memorial with their
own eyes.

H.R. 1696 would declare that the National
World War II Memorial complies with the re-
quirements of the National Environmental Pol-
icy Act of 1969, the Commemorative Works
Act, and any other governing laws pertaining
to the memorial’s site and design. H.R. 1696
would direct expedited construction of the me-
morial, consistent with reasonable construction
permit requirements of the Secretary of Inte-
rior and the National Park Service. In addition,
H.R. 1696 would mandate that the decision to
construct the memorial at the Rainbow Pool
site and decisions regarding the design of the
memorial are final and conclusive and shall
not be subject to administrative or judicial re-
view.

The Commemorative Works Act of 1986
governs the process of establishing memorials
in Washington, DC. The Act gives the author-
ity for final site and design approval to the
Commission of Fine Arts, the NCPC, and the
Secretary of the Interior. In total, eight sites
were considered for the memorial. The final
Rainbow Pool selection was the consensus
choice as the only site commensurate with the
significance of World War II in American and
World history.

Since 1995, the memorial site and design
have been the subject of 22 public meetings
that resulted in the endorsement of hundreds
of Members of Congress, an endorsement
from the State Historic Preservation Officer of
the District of Columbia, four endorsements
from the District of Columbia’s Historic Preser-
vation Review Board, five approvals from the
CFA, and five approvals from the NCPC.

In other words, the National World War II
Memorial is the product of an open and demo-
cratic process, in full compliance with all appli-
cable laws. The site and design were debated
in the media and in 22 public meetings since
1995. No party has been denied the right to
be heard, and critics have had full opportunity
to state their positions.

On May 28th of this year, many of us will at-
tend Memorial Day observances. We will with
humility and thanks, pay sincere respect to
those whose sacrifices and dedications have

protected the ideals on which America was
founded. In this spirit, I strongly urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 1696. The time is
overdue to begin construction on this mean-
ingful tribute and symbolic monument that will
immortalize the defining moment of our history
forever.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. HANSEN), the chairman of our
Committee on Resources.

(Mr. HANSEN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to support this bill, which will
expedite the construction of the na-
tional World War II memorial at the
Rainbow Pool site on the Mall. I com-
mend the gentleman from Arizona
(Chairman STUMP) for the action he
has taken on this.

It has been nearly 60 years since the
people of our great Nation were called
upon to defend democracy from the
tyranny threatening to engulf the
world. The best of America’s sons and
daughters heeded the call, and with the
Nation united behind them, they
changed the course of history. Now as
America’s greatest generation is in
their twilight years, it is time to erect
a fitting memorial to them on Amer-
ica’s Mall as a testament to their sac-
rifices and their triumphant victory.

The American Battle Monuments
Commission has met the requirements
of the National Environmental Policy
Act, the Commemorative Works Acts,
and all other laws dealing with the site
and design of this memorial, yet the
memorial remains mired in adminis-
trative procedure, which continues to
delay the construction.

It is time to set aside the bureau-
cratic obstacles and do what is right.
We owe nothing less to those who gave
so much for their country and the
world.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from the District of Colum-
bia (Ms. NORTON).

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, every Member of this
body is anxious to see a memorial to
the women and men who secured our
freedom with their personal sacrifices
and their lives. We can assure a memo-
rial on the present timetable or sooner
without passing this radically destruc-
tive bill that will do irrevocable harm
to the World War II memorial itself by
eliminating indispensable oversight for
the largest and most significant memo-
rial on the Mall since the Lincoln Me-
morial was constructed almost 80 years
ago.

We can keep a memorial on schedule
without destroying the Commemora-
tive Works Act, signed by Ronald
Reagan 16 years ago specifically to as-
sure oversight of all construction on
the Mall.

Those of us who wanted the extraor-
dinary vista between the Washington

Monument and the Lincoln Memorial
left unobstructed lost that battle sev-
eral years ago. This bill responds to
press reports that left the impression
that the National Capital Planning
Commission, the NCPC, would recon-
sider the entire World War II memorial
project.

Both the NCPC and recent press re-
ports have corrected this erroneous no-
tion. The matter is before the NCPC
again only because the Justice Depart-
ment spotted a legal flaw that a hold-
over member had called the vote into
question. That would have imperiled
the memorial.

This bill is not only unnecessary, it
throws out the baby with the bath
water that has already been elimi-
nated. The only overreaching left now
is in this bill. It would leave a huge
memorial to rise on the Mall, without
any Federal law or agency with the
power or the expertise to assure that
the memorial builders meet their com-
mitments and that the many problems
that have been identified are caught
and avoided.

Here are some of them: Assuring that
contaminated groundwater would be
pumped out continually and treated be-
fore continuing into the Potomac River
and Chesapeake Bay inasmuch as the
memorial is to be built below the
groundwater table;

Protecting the structural integrity of
the Washington Monument’s wooden
foundations as groundwater in its sub-
soil is pumped out;

Replacing the groundwater upon
which the old growth trees that beau-
tify the Mall depend;

Assuring that helicopters have a
place to land without putting heli-
copter pads on the memorial, a Na-
tional Park Service proposal which was
recently stopped by the NCPC;

Accommodating tour buses off the
Mall area;

Assuring that the vital 17th Street
artery of the District used by Virginia
and Maryland commuters and tourists
alike near the Tidal Basin is not closed
to traffic;

Ensuring oversight of the nighttime
lighting plan still to be developed;

Ensuring oversight of the sculptural
elements of the memorial and any in-
scriptions on the walls;

Ensuring compliance with what has
already been approved.

This bill, which had no hearing and is
informed by no meetings with relevant
agency personnel promises serious un-
intended and counterproductive con-
sequences that could be both embar-
rassing and disastrous for the memo-
rial.

In the past, the Congress has always
avoided the precedent this bill would
set; using our power to tamper with the
detailed oversight necessary to assure
the integrity of the Federal presence.

Vote no. The NCPC has already got-
ten the message.

b 1430
Mr. STUMP. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2

minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. HOUGHTON).
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Mr. HOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I first

want to thank the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. STUMP), who has been a real
leader in this effort; and I appreciate
what he has done.

I just want to say a couple of things.
I cannot get into the architectural or
the engineering problems here. I re-
member in 1939, I am old enough to re-
member that, that they had the same
arguments as far as the Jefferson Me-
morial. It would be ruining the tidal
basin and everything like that. I do not
believe that for a minute, and it has
not proved to be so.

I enlisted in the United States Ma-
rine Corps in May of 1944. I was proud
of that. There are an awful lot of us
who are still around, a dwindling num-
ber, who want to see something. We
have the Vietnam Memorial, we have
the Korean Memorial, but we do not a
World War II memorial.

Frankly, there are hundreds of thou-
sands of people who believe this and
who have contributed: fraternal organi-
zations, foundations, corporations. I
have a VFW post, number 524, in my
little town of Corning, which is about
12,500 people, which has raised more
money than any other small VFW post
in the whole country. They really be-
lieve in this. There are people out
there, not intellectualizing about this,
but who have a piece of their skin in
this issue. They want to have some-
thing done. I would like to have some-
thing done, and I would like to have
something done before I die.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentlewoman from Ohio
(Ms. KAPTUR).

Ms. KAPTUR. I thank the gentleman
for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of the Stump legislation to construct
the World War II memorial exactly
where it should be, as a memorial to
the victory of liberty over tyranny in
the 20th century, between the Wash-
ington Monument and the Lincoln Me-
morial, exactly where it should be
placed, so that freedom from the 18th,
the 19th, and 20th centuries will be
celebrated along our avenue of democ-
racy. It has now taken longer to ap-
prove this memorial, three times
longer, actually, than it did to fight
the war.

It is time for America to say ‘‘thank
you’’ to our greatest generation, and to
make it more than words. The public
has a new-found fascination with the
World War II generation, thanks to
Tom Brokaw’s book, movies such as
‘‘Saving Private Ryan,’’ and other
commemorations of our Nation’s finest
hour.

Outside the beltway, more than half
a million Americans have responded to
a national fund-raising appeal by con-
tributing more than $150 million to the
World War II Memorial project. In fact,
just this past week, in my district, I re-
turned to accept a check from school-
children, 7th and 8th graders at An-
thony Wayne, Jr. School for $2,154 to
contribute to the memorial’s construc-

tion. Young people, the children,
grandchildren, and great grandchildren
who have been given the freedom we
have today are contributing across this
country. We owe them and their prede-
cessors the kind of thanks that a grate-
ful Nation expresses. Unfortunately,
this project has been snarled in a new
round of political tussling and legal
wrangling inside this beltway.

I do not question the motives of the
memorial’s opponents, but it is time to
move forward. There have been 22 pub-
lic hearings by organizations like the
National Capital Planning Commis-
sion, the Fine Arts Commission ap-
proving the construction of this memo-
rial. The money has been raised and it
is on deposit. All the respective legisla-
tion has been passed. Both Chambers of
this Congress have said yes, yes, yes.
Over 8 years, we have said yes. The
ground has been dedicated. It is time to
move forward with construction of the
World War II memorial at the Rainbow
Pool site. I say that not just as a Mem-
ber of Congress, but as a city planner
that helped take a look at the site,
that has worked with the architects to
make sure that the design was appro-
priate, blocking no views; and all pub-
lic input has made this a better design
than we began with originally.

Of the 16 million veterans who served
during World War II, approximately 5
million still survive. Every day, ap-
proximately 1,100 World War II vet-
erans pass away, never to see the me-
morial in Washington that will stand
as testimony to what they did for us,
with the heroism and the self-sacrifice
that have given us a new generation of
children of freedom.

It is time, Mr. Speaker, to move for-
ward with construction of the World
War II memorial. The time for delay is
over. We not only honor our World War
II veterans during this Armed Services
Week in doing so, but we also say, we
understand the cause for which they
fought and it deserves recognition on
the central part of our mall, comple-
menting what we have done for the
18th century, the 19th century, and fi-
nally, the 20th century.

Support the Stump bill, H.R. 1696.
Mr. STUMP. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2

minutes to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. BALLENGER).

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time.

I would like to say that myself and
the other two Members that have spo-
ken on this side of the aisle all joined
World War II when we were 17 years
old. My wife and I have read on a daily
basis the number of World War II vet-
erans that are dying at the rate of 1,000
a day; and those that do not believe
that, just look at the obituary columns
in the newspaper.

Let me cite some of the reasons peo-
ple give for not building this wonderful
building. Critics claim that the memo-
rial was approved behind closed doors
by a small group of individuals without
regard to the law. That is not true.

Critics claim that the memorial
would desecrate grounds made sacred
by the civil rights movement and
would greatly impede and prevent fu-
ture public gatherings and marches in
the vicinity of Washington and Lin-
coln. That is not true.

Critics claim that the memorial will
block the mall’s open space between
the Washington Monument and the
Lincoln Memorial, inhibiting pedes-
trians from walking through this part
of the mall. That is not true. The de-
sign allows open flow of visitors be-
tween the Washington Monument and
the Lincoln Memorial.

Critics claim that the memorial
would destroy the historic Rainbow
Pool. That is not true. The Rainbow
Pool will be lowered and rebuilt in its
historic configuration. The pool’s wa-
terworks, which have not functioned
for decades, will be restored to their
original splendor. The Rainbow Pool
will earn greater historic significance
as the centerpiece of the only memo-
rial to a 20th century event commemo-
rated on the main axis of the mall.

Critics claim that the design echoes
the Nazi Fascist architectural lan-
guage of triumph and public spectacle.
That is not true.

Critics claim that the World War II
memorial is being built on ground that
is part of the Lincoln Memorial, and
that is not true.

I say to my colleagues, there are mil-
lions of reasons why this should be
done, but every day there are fewer and
fewer of us around that really can de-
liver the purpose that these people died
for. I would like to say we have waited
long enough. It is time that we pass
this bill. Let us vote for it.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Guam
(Mr. UNDERWOOD).

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time.

I, first of all, want to rise in strong
support of H.R. 1696, which would expe-
dite the construction of the World War
II memorial in Washington, D.C. I cer-
tainly want to thank the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. STUMP), for his lead-
ership in bringing this very important
resolution to the floor today. I would
also like to recognize the other World
War II veterans who are still in the
House of Representatives, including
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
STUMP), who did spend some time in
Guam during World War II, and espe-
cially the gentleman from New York
(Mr. GILMAN), who also spent a signifi-
cant amount of time in Guam during
World War II.

The generation of Americans that
fought and sacrificed during World War
II deserve proper meaningful, and im-
mediate recognition. A national monu-
ment should memorialize the spirit and
the sacrifice and the unit of the Amer-
ican people in what was a chaotic and
challenging time in world history; and
after several years of planning, organi-
zation, massive public input, and cre-
ative efforts by various groups, this
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resolution seeks to make this monu-
ment a reality.

Time is against us, as has been al-
ready pointed out, as the veterans of
World War II are dying at a rate that
exceeds 1,000 every day; and if we do
not act now, we may miss the oppor-
tunity to finally ensure proper remem-
brance for those who made the ulti-
mate sacrifice for our Nation and in-
deed preserved the Nation. It is one of
the great monuments, when we look at
what has happened on the mall, where
we have the Washington Monument,
which in a sense honors the founding of
this Nation; and we look at the Lincoln
Memorial, which preserves the national
division from within.

We have in this memorial testimony
to preserving the Nation in the face of
challenges from abroad. So it is en-
tirely fitting and proper that as we go
through the sequence of American his-
tory, we take the time to honor those
important events which this Nation ex-
perienced and in which this Nation
thrived.

The World War II memorial will be
discussed mostly in the sense of what
happened during the battles of World
War II, and I hope to make my own
contribution to that. But we should al-
ways be mindful as well that World
War II represented the maturation of
our country as a world power, which
has continued to the present. It is more
than simply the battles of World War
II; it has really shaped and reshaped
the destiny of not only our Nation and
the years subsequent to it, but indeed
the entire world.

My own part in this memorial was to
try to bring recognition to the people
of Guam who experienced a terrible oc-
cupation during World War II as the
only American territory with civilians
still present who experienced occupa-
tion during World War II, and the
Chamorros, who were American nation-
als at the time, remained steadfastly
loyal to the United States, and this re-
sistance to conquest only exacerbated
the brutality which they experienced.
So for the people of Guam, this has a
very special significance as well.

One of the immediate challenges that
we faced in trying to deal with the me-
morial was that there were an antici-
pated 50 pillars, each loosely reflecting
each one of the 50 States. And one of
the lessons that we tried to work with
as the memorial underwent some re-
thinking and underwent public input
was to finally expand the number to 56
so that indeed all States and terri-
tories would be included in the com-
memoration of World War II. I believe
that the people of Guam are not only
grateful, but deserve this recognition
and attention. The people of Guam not
only suffered the indignities of a Japa-
nese occupation. Hundreds were exe-
cuted and many, many more died as a
result of the battle, as a result of depri-
vation, as a result of hunger.

One of the biggest holidays in Guam,
even today, is July 21, which com-
memorates the landing of the U.S. Ma-

rines on July 21, 1944, which commemo-
rates and celebrates the arrival of their
fellow Americans to free the island
from the hands of the Japanese and,
more importantly, to cement a very
strong relationship which exists to this
day.

So this is a monument in which it is
in the right place. I can think of no
better place for it to be. Because when
one comes to the Nation’s capital, the
whole Nation’s history should be before
us; and it would be a great testimony
to the World War II generation.

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. GILMAN).

(Mr. GILMAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to rise
today in strong support of this meas-
ure, H.R. 1696, a bill expediting the con-
struction of the national World War II
memorial here in our Nation’s capital,
and I urge my colleagues to join in
lending their support to this legisla-
tion. I commend the gentleman from
Arizona (Mr. STUMP), the distinguished
chairman of our Committee on Armed
Services, who is to be commended for
his long-term diligent efforts to bring
this measure to fruition.

This legislation states that the re-
quirements of the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969, NEPA, the
Commemorative Works Act, and any
other laws pertaining to the citing and
design of the memorial, have been fully
met.

b 1445

This measure allows the American
Battle Monuments Commission to pro-
ceed expeditiously with construction of
this long overdue veterans memorial to
our World War II veterans at the dedi-
cated Rainbow Pool site.

Moreover, the measure mandates
that the decision to construct this me-
morial at the Rainbow Pool site and
decisions regarding the design of the
memorial are final and conclusive and
should not be subject to any further
administrative or judicial review.

Mr. Speaker, despite being author-
ized by Congress 8 years ago and hav-
ing broken ground last year, which I
was pleased to participate in, the con-
struction of the World War II memorial
has been delayed indefinitely. The deci-
sions on location of the memorial and
on its design were the subject of an
open and dedicated process that in-
cluded 22 public hearings over the past
5 years.

Despite these extensive reviews,
there remains a small but vocal opposi-
tion that is prepared to block construc-
tion of the memorial on the Mall at all
costs. The majority rule and the demo-
cratic process apparently means noth-
ing to many of those opposed to the
memorial, some of whom have suc-
ceeded in blocking construction with a

pending lawsuit and a minor proce-
dural issue.

The problem, Mr. Speaker, is that
these petty delays will deprive hun-
dreds of thousands of World War II vet-
erans of the opportunity to ever review
or visit the memorial. Only 5 million of
the 16 million veterans who served in
the Second World War remain with us,
and we lose, as it has been indicated
earlier today, 1,100 World War II vet-
erans each and every day.

As a World War II veteran, I take of-
fense at this small-minded opposition
who want to block construction at all
costs. What they forget is that it was
the contributions of those who fought
in World War II that permits them to
freely voice their obstructionist views.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, let me say
that the opposition has had ample time
to speak. When subjected to a demo-
cratic vote, the location and design of
the memorial was approved. It is now
over time, long overdue to move for-
ward with the construction of this im-
portant memorial for our World War II
veterans.

Accordingly, I urge my colleagues to
support this measure.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. FILNER).

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding time to me.

Mr. Speaker, we have all been here
this afternoon talking about honoring
our World War II veterans, the greatest
generation. We have all talked about
how long it has taken to honor these
veterans, how many have died, even in
the planning process.

Mr. Speaker, there is one group of
veterans of World War II that has wait-
ed 55 years to be honored. This Con-
gress can proceed to do so. The pre-
vious speaker, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. GILMAN), and I have intro-
duced legislation called the ‘‘Filipino
Veterans Equity Act.’’

In 1941, this country drafted all of the
regular and irregular forces of the Phil-
ippine army and guerilla units. They
fought in World War II. They fought in
World War II. They held up the advance
of the Japanese army. They surren-
dered with our forces at Bataan, suf-
fered through the Bataan Death March,
bravely defended our last forces at Cor-
regidor. They stopped the Japanese
timetable for many, many months, al-
lowed us to regroup, and allowed Mac-
Arthur time eventually to return and
take back the Philippines.

Yet, in 1946 this country, this Con-
gress in 1946, decided to take away all
the veterans’ benefits that were prom-
ised to these brave heroes of World War
II. It has been 55 years since that ac-
tion was taken. It is time to restore
the honor and dignity of the Filipino
veterans. It is time to give them back
the honor and the benefits that we
promised but just took away.

We talk today about honoring our
World War II heroes. We talk today
about the freedom that they have given
us and our Nation. As we talk about
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the heroes that we are going to com-
memorate on the Mall, let us not for-
get the Filipinos who were drafted into
our Armed Forces, fought, and died for
this country’s freedom, and had this
Congress take away their benefits in
1946.

Let the 107th Congress truly honor
our veterans, restore their benefits,
and pass the legislation, the Filipino
Veterans Equity Act of 2001.

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. HEFLEY).

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding time to me.

I rise in very strong support of H.R.
1696. If ever there was a memorial that
should be built, this is it. Quite simply,
Mr. Speaker, there is no memorial
more befitting than to honor our World
War II veterans and the tens of mil-
lions of people who were affected by
World War II.

In fact, we in Congress agreed to
honor the men and women of World
War II when we passed and the Presi-
dent signed the act to authorize the
construction of the memorial. Yet,
here we are, 8 years later, with nothing
to show for it. The only reason we have
nothing to show is that the memorial
construction has been stonewalled time
and again by lawsuits and litigation by
a small group of Washingtonians who
do not want any additional memorials
on the Mall, not even one to acknowl-
edge what is arguably the most impor-
tant event of the 20th century.

The sad fact is, Mr. Speaker, that in
the meantime, over the 8 years, almost
3.4 million World War II veterans have
died. With each passing day, over 1,000
more veterans die, men and women
who deserve this memorial who will
never see it. As this process drags on,
we lose 30,000 more each month and
400,000 a year. We simply have to get
construction started and completed on
this memorial.

I want to add that this bill is not
something we are trying to ramrod
through at the last minute; quite to
the contrary. There have been 22 public
hearings, five approvals from the Com-
mission on Fine Arts, and five approv-
als from the National Capital Planning
Commission. There has been over-
whelming national support, and over
$170 million has been raised or pledged
by over half a million citizens, hun-
dreds of corporations, 1,100 schools, and
hundreds of veterans groups.

Mr. Speaker, all the requirements of
both the National Environmental Pol-
icy Act and the Commemorative Works
Act have been met. All of the approvals
have been made. The site has been es-
tablished and is in the proper, rightful,
and fitting place. We must end the
delays and get on with the construc-
tion of the memorial, which pays hom-
age to the brave men and women who
fought for our country and sacrificed
their lives to keep this country and the
world free.

Mr. Speaker, I am ashamed at the
delay that has taken place. I strongly

urge passage of H.R. 1696 so we can fi-
nally bring the stonewalling to an end
and ensure that this deserving memo-
rial will be constructed.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SMITH), the chairman of our Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I thank my friend for yielding
time to me.

Mr. Speaker, as chairman of the
Committee on Veterans Affairs, I rise
in very strong support of H.R. 1696, a
bill to expedite the construction of the
World War II memorial on the Wash-
ington Mall between the Washington
Monument and the Lincoln Memorial.
This artist’s rendition to my left shows
the dignity and grace that this memo-
rial will provide and in true memory of
those men and women who served so
ably and so courageously on behalf of
our country.

Mr. Speaker, as we know, the design
and site for the memorial have been
carefully studied. My good friend just a
moment ago spoke to the number of
hearings. This has been an exhaustive
process. It has been approved over a pe-
riod of some 6 years, a longer time
than it took to win World War II.

The Allied victory in this greatest
war in world history represented the
triumph of the human spirit and began
the march of freedom and democracy
across the world that continues even
today.

More than half a century has passed,
Mr. Speaker, but America’s World War
II veterans still have no national me-
morial to honor them. They have been
called the greatest generation; and
even recently, popular movies like Sav-
ing Private Ryan and the Thin Red
Line have served to remind us of their
incredible bravery and sacrifices. Yet,
they have no memorial, and their gen-
eration is passing away at the rate of
over 1,100 people per day. How much
longer can they wait?

Eight years ago, Congress passed the
authorization for the World War II me-
morial. Today we have a site selected
and a design approved through an ex-
haustive process that ensured careful
consideration of all the relevant fac-
tors before the decisions were made.

Unfortunately, no process can ensure
unanimity. A litigious few are now at-
tempting to block both the site selec-
tion and design in the courts on legal
technicalities. Oh, yes, they too sup-
port a memorial. They just cannot
agree on when or where or in what
form, and they have no concern about
how long that process might take.

Mr. Speaker, despite a full and fair
opportunity to have their opinions
heard, they argue that the process was
not perfect. The truth is, they do not
like the result so their strategy is end-
less reconsideration and delay. They
apparently do not care whether World

War II veterans live to see their own
memorial or not. The irony is that
they live in a free society, exercising
rights secured by the blood of our
World War II veterans and other vet-
erans.

I frankly think this situation we find
ourselves in today is unconscionable. I
would like to commend my good friend
and colleague, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. STUMP), now chairman of the
Committee on Armed Services, himself
a World War II combat veteran, for
leading the way on this legislation.
There is nobody more able and more
qualified in this Chamber to be offering
this resolution than my good friend,
the gentleman from Arizona. I want to
associate myself with his remarks, and
note that he is a former chairman,
chairman emeritus, of the Committee
on Veterans’ Affairs.

Mr. Speaker, like many in this
Chamber and many who may be view-
ing these proceedings, I regret that my
own father, a combat veteran who saw
horrific action in New Guinea during
World War II and elsewhere in the Pa-
cific, including the Philippines, never
got to see this memorial, having passed
away a few years ago. He, like those
1,100 who die every day, will never see
this memorial. Again, like I said a mo-
ment ago, that is unconscionable.

Mr. Speaker, if we look at the co-
sponsors, this is a bipartisan effort to
try to get this very important memo-
rial moving. I think it shows that there
will be and I hope should be broad sup-
port across the spectrum for this.

Let me just finally say that delay is
denial. Again, 1,100 veterans die every
day, 1,100 of the greatest generation. If
we delay this another day, it is denial
for them to see what this country has
said in gratitude. It is a small token,
but nevertheless it is an important
token. I hope that everyone unani-
mously supports this important resolu-
tion. I salute the gentleman from Ari-
zona.

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I want to
thank all my good friends who have
spoken in favor of this resolution
today. I want to thank the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH), as chair-
man of the Committee on Veterans Af-
fairs, and his ranking member, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EVANS), for
all their help and support; along with
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HAN-
SEN), chairman of the Committee on
the Interior, which has jurisdiction
over the Mall, and his ranking member,
the gentleman from West Virginia (Mr.
RAHALL), as well as the leadership for
allowing us to move expeditiously on
this.

In closing, let me say, let us not get
into another bureaucratic wrangling
and delay any further. The number of
1,100 World War II veterans has been
mentioned here that are dying every
day. Translate that into the time we
have been on this floor. We have been
on the floor approximately 1 hour. We
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have debated this bill for about 50 min-
utes. Sadly to say, Mr. Speaker, in that
time, another 45 World War II veterans
have passed away.

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong
support of H.R. 1696.

This bill would expedite the construction of
the already-approved World War II Memorial
on the Mall in Washington, DC.

In short, World War II veterans have waited
long enough. When the long dark shadows of
aggression appeared and threatened to cloak
liberty, it was the World War II veterans that
ensured liberty, freedom and the rule of law.
It is time that all Americans express the grati-
tude and admiration that our nation’s World
War II veterans rightly deserve.

Our World War II veterans are truly special.
While many have served this great nation in
varying capacities, it is the World War II gen-
eration that ultimately changed the course of
history.

In return, this Congress must ensure the
United States government remains steadfast
in its commitment to provide World War II vet-
erans and their families a memorial that they
so richly deserve. We must act now.

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
strong support of H.R. 1696, legislation to fast-
track the Construction of the World War II Me-
morial in Washington, D.C. This bill is nec-
essary because it takes into account the cru-
cial element of time; time that is running out
for many veterans. Every day, we lose more
than 1,000 World War II veterans. Today, less
than 6 million remain alive.

The intent of the World War II Memorial is
to honor the 16 million Americans who served
in uniform during the war, the more than
400,000 who gave their lives, and the millions
who supported the war effort on the home-
front. World War II was a point of transition in
American history, a point at which America’s
adolescence ended and a mature American
mission emerged. This mission, as defined by
President Franklin Roosevelt’s Four Free-
doms, was a call to all Americans to work to
end tyranny and poverty wherever it is found.

World War II also marked a time of rapid
advancement for America. In order to meet
the materiel needs of the worldwide war effort,
America’s factories manufactured goods at an
astronomical rate. To sustain this level of pro-
duction while so many American men were
putting on uniforms and going off to war,
women entered the workforce in mass num-
bers for the first time. This forever changed
the face of American industry, while also
changing the way many women saw them-
selves and their role in American society.

The benefits provided to returning veterans,
including financial assistance for education
and home purchases, allowed many Ameri-
cans to attain a level of freedom and inde-
pendence that was not even imagined before
the war. The Montgomery GI Bill provided
countless veterans with a college education. In
many cases, these veterans were the first in
their family to go to college.

Above all, World War II was the moment in
history when the United States helped save
the world from fascism and tyranny. And, as
Senator Bob Dole said, ‘‘It is time to thank the
World War II veterans for doing what they be-
lieved was their duty—to help their country
save the world. We must build a monument to
bear them witness. Witness to young men
who, armed with courage, liberated whole con-

tinents from tyranny. Witness to young sol-
diers who willingly died for a future they would
never see.’’

As a testament to the urgency of this mat-
ter, I read in today’s Washington Post, the
obituary of Barbara Lazarsky. During World
War II, Ms. Lazarsky served in the Women’s
Air Force Service Pilots. She contributed to
the war effort by ferrying planes across the
Unites States so that men were free for com-
bat overseas. When the WASP program was
disbanded after the war, Ms. Lazarsky be-
came an aircraft accident analyst for the Air
Transport Command. In 1947, she became a
military and air attaché in India. Her recent
death demonstrates the necessity of expe-
diting the construction of the World War II Me-
morial.

This World War II Memorial honors those
who served, and those who gave the ‘‘last full
measure of devotion,’’ while also commemo-
rating the indelible mark left on American soci-
ety. It is time to create a lasting monument to
the legacy of those who gave so much and
asked for so little. While we may disagree on
the style and form of the memorial, we all
agree on the moral imperative to honor those
who served their country in its hour of need.
I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 1696.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to H.R. 1696, legislation that would
expedite building the World War II Memorial at
the expense of protecting our National Mall. I
inadvertently voted in support of this legisla-
tion earlier today. While I believe it is impor-
tant to recognize the important contributions
and sacrifices that our fighting men and
women made during this turning event in
world history, I do not support legislation that
would do irrevocable harm to the World War
II Memorial itself and to the national mall. If
any precious national treasure deserves pro-
tection by Congress, it is the National Mall.
H.R. 1696 would eliminate indispensable over-
sight for the largest and most significant me-
morial on the Mall since the Lincoln Memorial
was constructed almost 80 years ago.

I oppose this legislation because not only is
it unnecessary, but its provisions could seri-
ously compromise the water quality and sur-
rounding cultural and historical landmarks of
the city. Congress should not promote legisla-
tion that would eliminate or reduce oversight
on already agreed to provisions that the City
and National Planning Commission have de-
veloped. Such critical provisions not ad-
dressed by this bill include not allowing
contaiminated groundwater to be pumped into
the Potomac River and Chesapeake Bay, en-
suring the structural integrity of the Wash-
ington Monument, and providing tourists with
the ability to appreciate this Memorial and the
Mall without suffering severe traffic conges-
tion.

Congress should let the National Planning
Commission deal with building the Memorial in
a more appropriate manner, one that is al-
ready underway and which befits the important
legacy that this Memorial is designed to honor.

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, It is essential that future generations al-
ways remember the sacrifices for freedom
made by the World War II generation. A trib-
ute to the men and women who helped win
that war, both overseas and on the home front
is long overdue. It’s for this reason that I’m
working to expedite construction of the memo-
rial and why I will vote with my colleagues in

the U.S. House of Representatives to pass
legislation that directs work on the World War
II Memorial begin as soon as possible.

The construction of the country’s first na-
tional memorial dedicated to all who served in
the armed forces and Merchant Marine of the
United States during World War II on the Na-
tional Mall is a fitting tribute to their courage.
I am disappointed by the efforts of those to
delay construction of the World War II Memo-
rial, but the real victims of the indefinite delay
are the members of that generation, who now
must wait even longer for it to be completed.
It is a harsh reality, but of the 16 million who
served in uniform during the war, it is esti-
mated that only 5 million are still alive, and of
whom, we lose 1,100 each day.

Throughout a lengthy, open and democratic
approval process, the American people have
expressed their overwhelming support for the
construction of the National WWII Memorial on
our nation’s mall. Hundreds of thousands of
individual Americans, hundreds of corporations
and foundations; dozens of civic, fraternal and
professional organizations; state legislatures,
and veterans organizations have joined the ef-
fort to say thank you to America’s WWII gen-
eration.

Each year, millions of visitors come to the
nation’s capital to appreciate its monuments to
our country’s founding fathers, great presi-
dents, and places of government. Home to our
nation’s cherished symbols of freedom, the
memorial will beautifully complement the
green vistas of the Mall and its existing monu-
ments. They story of the World War II genera-
tion is an inspiration for us all. Once com-
pleted, this memorial will be a visible and
timeless reminder of what they did to protect
freedom and democracy.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GIB-
BONS). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. STUMP) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1696.

The question was taken.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

f

b 1500

COMMEMORATING DEDICATION
AND SACRIFICES OF LAW EN-
FORCEMENT OFFICERS

Mr. OTTER. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 116) commemorating the
dedication and sacrifices of the men
and women of the United States who
were killed or disabled while serving as
law enforcement officers, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. RES. 116

Whereas the well-being of all citizens of
the United States is preserved and enhanced
as a direct result of the vigilance and dedica-
tion of law enforcement personnel;
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Whereas more than 700,000 law enforcement

officers, both men and women, at great risk
to their personal safety, serve their fellow
citizens as guardians of peace;

Whereas these peace officers are on the
front line in preserving the right of the chil-
dren of the United States to receive an edu-
cation in a crime-free environment, a right
that is all too often threatened by the insid-
ious fear caused by violence in schools;

Whereas 151 peace officers lost their lives
in the line of duty in 2000, and a total of
nearly 15,000 men and women serving as
peace officers have made that supreme sac-
rifice;

Whereas every year, 1 in 9 peace officers is
assaulted, 1 in 25 is injured, and 1 in 4,400 is
killed in the line of duty; and

Whereas on May 15, 2001, more than 15,000
peace officers are expected to gather in the
Nation’s Capital to join with the families of
their recently fallen comrades to honor
those comrades and all others who went be-
fore them: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House
of Representatives that—

(1) all peace officers slain in the line of
duty should be honored and recognized; and

(2) the President should issue a proclama-
tion calling upon the people of the United
States to honor and recognize such officers
with appropriate ceremonies and respect.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BARR of Georgia). Pursuant to the rule,
the gentleman from Idaho (Mr. OTTER)
and the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
DAVIS) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Idaho (Mr. OTTER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. OTTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks on H.
Res. 116, as amended.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Idaho?

There was no objection.
Mr. OTTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume.
(Mr. OTTER asked and was given per-

mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. OTTER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to have the House consider H.
Res. 116, legislation introduced by the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
HEFLEY), my colleague.

This rule commemorates the dedica-
tion and the sacrifice of the men and
women of the United States who were
killed or disabled while serving as law
enforcement officers. By adopting H.
Res. 116, the House will express its be-
lief that all peace officers slain in the
line of duty should be honored and rec-
ognized.

Further, Mr. Speaker, this resolution
urges the President of the United
States to issue a proclamation calling
on all Americans to honor and recog-
nize such officers with appropriate
ceremonies and respect.

Mr. Speaker, every day more than
700,000 law enforcement officers risk
their lives and their safety to protect
us. They patrol our most dangerous
streets, and they deal with the most
violent elements of our society. In-
creasingly, law enforcement officers

are also called upon to preserve the
right of our children to receive an edu-
cation. They then pay a high price to
defend all of our liberties.

As the resolution states, Mr. Speak-
er, 1 in 9 peace officers are assaulted
every year; 1 in 25 are injured; and,
even more sadly, 1 in 4,400 are killed in
the line of duty.

In my own great State of Idaho, Mr.
Speaker, we have lost 56 brave men and
women in uniform who were protecting
our families and our friends and our
neighbors.

These, all of them, are heroes and
they have put their lives at risk, put
their families in danger, and have done
something remarkable that we do not
see too often today: They put society’s
safety ahead of their own.

Mr. Speaker, on June 17, 1988, Officer
Linda Huff, an Idaho State Police Offi-
cer, was shot in the parking lot of her
patrol station while walking to her car.
The assailant fired 17 rounds from a
high-powered hand weapon at point-
blank range. She was able to return
fire and injured her assailant before
dying.

The injuries Trooper Huff inflicted on
her assailant led to his eventual arrest.
More recently, on January 3 of 2001,
two more peacekeeping Idahoans lost
their lives while serving a search war-
rant. Corporals Anderson and Moulson
were both wearing bulletproof vests
when they were met with gunfire from
the suspect inside the home. Sadly, not
only are these men and women pro-
tecting us; in that process, they have
become targets themselves by the
criminals.

Over 15,000 officers gather at our Na-
tion’s Capitol today to join with the
families of these recently fallen com-
rades and recognize the supreme sac-
rifice that so many others have made
in giving their last full measure.

The courage and sacrifice displayed
by our law enforcement officers is
being honored by Congress through the
establishment of the National Law En-
forcement Museum. This museum will
ensure the stories of heroism and sac-
rifice of these police officers are always
remembered.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all Mem-
bers to support this resolution to offer
their votes, first, in appreciation to the
fallen heroes, and, second, as a vote of
confidence for those who still today
serve.

This House should make plain its ap-
preciation for the critical and often
unappreciated sacrifices these men and
women make in preserving the peace.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

(Mr. DAVIS of Illinois asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
want to commend the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY) for introducing
this resolution honoring our law en-
forcement personnel.

Mr. Speaker, the first recorded law
enforcement fatality in the perform-
ance of duty in this country occurred
on May 17, 1792. The officer, Isaac
Smith, a sheriff’s deputy in New York
City, was shot to death while attempt-
ing to make an arrest.

Since that time, more than 15,000
other officers have been killed in the
line of duty, and today roughly 740,000
officers continue to put their lives on
the line for the safety and protection of
others.

May 15 is Peace Officers Memorial
Day, and it is fitting that this resolu-
tion, honoring the men and women of
this country who were killed or dis-
abled while serving as law enforcement
officers, be brought before this body
today.

According to the National Crime Vic-
timization Survey conducted by the
Bureau of Justice Statistics in 1997,
there were 31.3 million crimes com-
mitted in the United States, an aver-
age of one crime every second. That is
how often law enforcement officers put
their lives on the line; every second of
every hour they are on duty protecting
the American people. And so it is for
this reason that in 1984, Congress au-
thorized the National Law Enforce-
ment Officers Memorial.

The memorial honors Federal, State
and local law enforcement officers who
have died in the line of duty and recog-
nizes the service and sacrifice of all of-
ficers.

Completed and dedicated in 1991, the
memorial, which is located here in
Washington, D.C., has the names of
more than 15,000 officers who have been
killed in the line of duty inscribed on
its blue-gray marble walls.

The names of seven fallen officers
from Illinois were added to the memo-
rial this past Sunday. Of those, Roy
Costello, John Kearney, and Alane
Stoffregen were from the Chicago Po-
lice Department.

Their watch over the city ended at
various times: Mr. Costello in 1945; Mr.
Kearney in 1909; and Ms. Stoffregen
last year. But they served one common
purpose: to keep the district that I rep-
resent safe.

Mr. Speaker, I salute them and those
that serve today for their dedication
and commitment.

Since 1854, a total of 417 Chicago po-
lice officers have lost their lives while
serving our communities. For 40 years,
the Chicago Police have held the St.
Jude parade to honor fallen police offi-
cers of the previous year. More than
8,000 participants, including law en-
forcement officers and employees,
marched the streets of Chicago.

This year’s march honored 30 fallen
officers, including the last officer
killed in action, James Camp, who was
shot while investigating a car theft.

Soon a museum will be built near the
memorial to tell the story of law en-
forcement’s proud history and to serve
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as a research repository to promote
law enforcement safety.

The memorial, the future museum,
and this resolution will ensure that the
heroism and sacrifice law enforcement
officials make every day will be re-
membered and revered, so I would urge
all Members to give support to this res-
olution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. OTTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
HEFLEY).

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Idaho (Mr. OTTER)
for yielding the time to me.

Mr. Speaker, law enforcement offi-
cials from around the country have
come in these last few days and today
to Washington, D.C. to commemorate
and honor fellow peace officers slain in
the line of duty.

The National Peace Officers Memo-
rial Day serves as a solemn reminder of
the sacrifice and commitment to safety
that police officers make on our behalf.
The National Peace Officer Memorial
Resolution, H.R. 116, which is cospon-
sored by 81 of my colleagues, expresses
the gratitude of the House of Rep-
resentatives for the work that these of-
ficers perform.

Law enforcement officers face un-
precedented risks while protecting our
communities and our freedoms. Today
over 700,000 men and women place their
lives at risk to serve as protectors of
law and order.

Throughout U.S. history, more than
15,000 men and women serving as peace
officers have sacrificed their life for
their Nation and community. In the
year 2000 alone, 151 Federal, State and
local law enforcers gave their lives in
the line of duty. To date, 54 have died
in 2001; 3 of these 54 come from my
home State of Colorado.

Law enforcement officers face enor-
mous risks while protecting our neigh-
borhoods, our families, our freedoms;
yet there is often an attitude of indif-
ference. Every community has been
impacted by the work of officers, yet
most citizens have little direct contact
with peace officers. Therefore, the sac-
rifices of these brave Americans go un-
noticed and often underappreciated.

Mr. Speaker, without the service of
peace officers, our society is left unpro-
tected. Law enforcement officers de-
serve to be recognized and honored for
their work, their dedication, their sac-
rifice, and, yes, Mr. Speaker, their
bravery in defense of our society.

I hope my colleagues will join me in
expressing our appreciation to all
peace officers and paying tribute to
those slain in the line of duty and to
their surviving families by supporting
H. Res. 116.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
STUPAK), one who knows exactly what
it means and what it is like to be a law
enforcement official himself.

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
DAVIS) for yielding the time to me.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to support
this resolution in honor of law enforce-
ment officers who were killed or dis-
abled in the line of duty. I want to
thank the gentleman from Colorado
(Mr. HEFLEY) for sponsoring this im-
portant legislation and to all of those
who cosponsored it to make it a reality
here today.

Before coming to Congress in 1993, I
served as a police officer for 12 years,
both as a city police officer and as a
Michigan State trooper. I have known
personally too many officers who have
been disabled or who have given their
lives for the people they serve.

Each of us today understand the im-
portance of the House of Representa-
tives in undertaking this resolution to
honor law enforcement officers who
have made the ultimate sacrifice. In
this past year it has been 151 men and
women.

We do not forget those officers who
died in previous years. Mr. Speaker, in
my case, I specifically think back
about the funerals and where I was
honor guard for the funerals of Darrell
Rantanen of the Gladstone Post back
in about 1974, or Craig Scott of the
Lansing Post who died in 1983. Those
officers died doing their job just like
law enforcement officials do day in,
day out.

Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, prob-
ably each one of us can name an officer
that was killed in the line of duty ei-
ther in our home districts or even here
in the Capitol, which happened in 1998
with the deaths of Capitol Police Offi-
cers Chestnut and Gibson.

We do not forget the extreme sac-
rifice our Nation’s law enforcement
and public safety officers make to our
communities and to the Nation every
day.

This legislation, as simple as it is,
recognizes the very important value
our government places on the work of
the men and women who serve us each
day. It is important that we take this
step this week to show our respect and
recognition for the jobs that police of-
ficers do every day, in every town, in
every township, and every county in
America.

Mr. Speaker, I ask all of my col-
leagues to join with me in support of
this resolution. It is the least we can
do for those who work with us and
work for us every day in this great Na-
tion.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I would simply say that
when one gives of themselves and gives
of their life, they have given the best
that they have had to give, and I would
urge support for this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
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Mr. OTTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the re-

marks of the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. DAVIS).

Mr. Speaker, I commend the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY) for

introducing this important piece of
legislation and for his efforts to bring
it to the floor and see it through its
passage. I wanted to thank the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON), of
the Committee on Government Reform,
and the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
SCARBOROUGH), chairman of the Sub-
committee on Civil Service and Agency
Organization, and the gentleman from
California (Mr. WAXMAN) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS), rank-
ing members, for working expedi-
tiously for bringing this resolution to
the floor.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, let me just
remind everyone that it is our law en-
forcement officers that provide for the
construction of the community, pro-
vide for its safety. They are, indeed,
community builders. It reminds me of
a poem that I learned many years ago,
and I should like to offer it in closing,
Mr. Speaker.

It goes like this: ‘‘I saw a group of
men in my hometown. I saw a group of
men tearing a building down. With a
heave and a hoe and a mighty yell,
they swung a beam, and a side wall fell.
And I said to the foreman, ‘Hey, are
these men skilled, you know the kind
that you’d hire if you wanted to build?’
He said, ‘Why no indeed. To tear down
a building, common labor is all I need.
With common labor, I can tear down in
a day or two what it took a builder 10
years to do.’ So I thought to myself as
I walked away, which of these roles am
I going to play.’’

Mr. Speaker, men and women in law
enforcement and in uniform today that
build our communities deserve the
vote, and I urge the Members to pro-
vide their vote and their support.

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of
this resolution and join Americans across the
country today in honoring those officers who
have died or who were disabled in the line of
duty. South Texans appreciate those men and
women who walk that thin blue line every day.

As a former law enforcement officer, I have
an intimate understanding of situations that
can turn dangerous or deadly in a moment.
The men and women who police our commu-
nities walk that line that separates the good
guys from the bad guys. The work we ask our
police officers to do is dangerous, dirty duty.

What people do not understand very often is
that it is the inherent risk of what we might
have to do that makes law enforcement so
dangerous. We see the best and worst of our
fellow human beings. It is not our job to judge
them. That task is reserved judge and jury.
Our job is merely to treat everyone equally.

Enforcing the law is a hard job. When peo-
ple do something wrong, their first instinct is to
find fault with the person who catches them.
So being the guardian of our laws is never a
simple endeavor. But in the end, it is the enor-
mous satisfaction of protecting our neighbor-
hoods and families that makes walking that
line worth all the danger and criticism. It is the
laughter of safe children, or the gratitude of
someone whose life or property we protect,
that makes doing this job enormously satis-
fying.

There are several South Texans who will be
honored this week. Officers who made the su-
preme sacrifice include: Enrique L. Carrizalez,
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Alfred Walter Basler, David Rucker, Susan
Lynn Rodriguez, Richardo Guillermo Salinas,
Joseph Moon, Juan Prieto, Dan Bock, Roy
Smith, John Sartain, and Ruben Almanza.
These people are examples of the message
set forth by Jesus Christ in John 15:13:
‘‘Greater love hath no one than this: than to
lay down one’s life for his friends.’’

Let us not forget the sacrifice made on our
behalf right here in this building; our own Cap-
itol Police Officers Chestnut and Gibson died
defending Members of Congress and the pub-
lic who populate this building. The House of
Representatives joins families and commu-
nities across the nation to remember those
members of the force who are no longer with
us, who made the supreme sacrifice in the line
of duty.

For the sacrifices to ensure the rule of law,
the officers we honor today and their families
have the eternal gratitude of a grateful nation.
While today we remember and reflect on the
last full measure of devotion of these brave
peace officers, let us do better than that by re-
membering their sacrifice and respecting the
danger our officers face each and every day
on our behalf every other day of the year.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H. Res. 116, to acknowl-
edge the dedication and sacrifices of the men
and women of the United States who were
killed or disabled while serving as law enforce-
ment officers. It is fitting that we acknowledge
and commend the courage and dedication
shown by our law enforcement officers who
have given their lives for their fellow citizens.

Mr. Speaker, sadly in the past year, 150 law
enforcement officers gave their lives in the
performance of their duty. In my own district,
although we have been fortunate not to have
lost officers in the line of duty in the past year
I pause to remember and recognize Randy
Stevens, Steven Hodge, Richard Callwood,
Dexter Mardenborough, Wilbur Francis, Allen
William, and Patrick Sweeney who were all
killed as they sought to keep the streets and
communities of the Virgin Islands safe.

Mr. Speaker it was President Kennedy, who
approved House Joint Resolution 730 in Octo-
ber 1962, which proclaimed May 15 of each
year as Peace Officers Memorial Day and the
Week of May 15th Police Week. Our Police
Officers are the defenders of our communities
because they bravely protect us from mortal
dangers, in some cases at the cost of their
own lives. For that we owe them all our deep-
est gratitude and respect. I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ on H. Res. 116.

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, I support H. Res. 116. It is a long-awaited
tribute to the hard working law enforcement
community members.

Countless law enforcement men and women
daily dedicate their lives to our country’s pro-
tection. They face unbelievable danger to say
nothing of the sacrifices: death, injury, dis-
ability and family stress. We must finally rec-
ognize their dedication and commitment to our
communities, families and children.

They not only deserve our support and grat-
itude, but they also deserve protection under
the law. That is why I cosponsored H.R. 218,
the Community Protection Act. This bill, sup-
ported by police nationwide, allows law en-
forcement officers to carry concealed weap-
ons. They need this as criminals know who
the officers are, who their families are and
where they live. Very simply: law enforcement
officers need protection both on and off duty.

When law enforcement officers begin their
day, the risk and danger are unknown. I can-
not imagine a more unsettling feeling for both
the officer and his or her family.

Therefore, I honor law enforcement officers
nationwide, particularly those who serve Long
Island.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
support of House Resolution 116, honoring
law enforcement officers who have been killed
or disabled in the line of duty. Often, the im-
measurable contributions of our nation’s law
enforcement officers go unnoticed. The estab-
lishment of a Peace Officers Memorial Day
would serve as a powerful tribute to slain offi-
cers as well as to those who continue to risk
their lives each day to make our communities
safe.

In one of the communities I represent, Glen-
dale, California, four police officers and one
sheriff’s deputy have been killed in the line of
duty. Many more have suffered work-related
injuries and illnesses that have contributed to
early deaths. This ultimate sacrifice deserves
honorable recognition.

One of these fallen heroes is Charles A.
Lazzaretto, a Glendale Police Officer, who
was killed in the line of duty only four years
ago. Chuck was born on October 5, 1966 and
spent his early childhood living with his family
in the California communities of Walnut and
Montebello. In 1982, the Lazzaretto family
moved to Burbank where his father served as
city manager. While attending Glendale Com-
munity College in the mid-1980s, Chuck was
appointed as a campus public safety officer
and subsequently promoted to the rank of ser-
geant. In 1985, he volunteered for the United
States marine Corps Reserves and attended
Officer Candidate School.

Chuck joined the Glendale Police Depart-
ment on May 3, 1987 where he was appointed
as a reserve police officer. In 1991, he re-
ceived the rank of officer, working assign-
ments in the juvenile, burglary, auto theft,
arson, and robbery/homicide areas. Chuck’s
favorite pastime was spending time with his
family. He often spoke of his love for his wife
and two sons, Andrew and Matthew, as well
as his parents and three brothers. Chuck was
a community leader and family role model.

Police officers touch the lives of so many
Americans. It is a long overdue tribute that we
commemorate the courage and spirit of our
nation’s law enforcement officers with this res-
olution. I would also like to add my voice in
support of H.R. 1727, which assists the fami-
lies of those killed in the line of duty. May our
fallen heroes and their families find solace in
the national recognition of their sacrifice.

I urge my colleagues to support this legisla-
tion.

Mr. OTTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BARR of Georgia). The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from Idaho (Mr. OTTER) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 116, as amended.

The question was taken.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. OTTER. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

f

FALLEN HERO SURVIVOR BENEFIT
FAIRNESS ACT OF 2001

Mr. RAMSTAD. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1727) to amend the Taxpayer Re-
lief Act of 1997 to provide for consistent
treatment of survivor benefits for pub-
lic safety officers killed in the line of
duty, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. R. 1727
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Fallen Hero
Survivor Benefit Fairness Act of 2001’’.
SEC. 2. CONSISTENT TREATMENT OF SURVIVOR

BENEFITS FOR PUBLIC SAFETY OFFI-
CERS KILLED IN THE LINE OF DUTY.

Subsection (b) of section 1528 of the Taxpayer
Relief Act of 1997 (Public Law 105–34) is amend-
ed by striking the period and inserting ‘‘, and to
amounts received in taxable years beginning
after December 31, 2001, with respect to individ-
uals dying on or before December 31, 1996.’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. RAMSTAD) and the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. MCNULTY)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. RAMSTAD).

Mr. RAMSTAD. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, we cannot be consid-
ering this important legislation on a
more appropriate day. Today is Peace
Officers Memorial Day. Each year, on
May 15, America honors the men and
women in law enforcement who have
given their lives to keep the American
people safe in their communities and
on their streets. More than 15,400 brave
public safety officers have made the ul-
timate sacrifice since our Nation was
founded.

We just considered a resolution hon-
oring these fallen heroes. Now it is
time to honor our public safety officers
killed in the line of duty by offering
tangible help to their loved ones left
behind. This is exactly what the legis-
lation before us does.

The Fallen Hero Survivor Benefit
Fairness Act provides tax-free benefits
to families of all public safety officers
killed in the line of duty regardless of
when the officer was killed. This bill,
Mr. Speaker, includes law enforcement
officers, firefighters, rescue squads,
ambulance crews and employees work-
ing in disaster or emergency areas.

Under present law, a gross inequity
exists because survivor benefits are
treated differently, depending on when
the public safety officer died. Cur-
rently, survivor benefits are tax free
only if a public safety officer died in
the line of duty after December 31, 1996.

This inequity, Mr. Speaker, arose
from the Taxpayer Relief Act of 1997
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because of revenue constraints. Pursu-
ant to an amendment to that legisla-
tion offered by the gentlewoman from
Florida (Mrs. THURMAN) and me, fami-
lies of officers killed in the line of duty
became eligible to receive survivor
benefits tax free for the first time.

Unfortunately, however, because of
the revenue limitations at the time,
the tax-free benefits were limited to of-
ficers killed after December 31, 1996.

As a result, Mr. Speaker, families of
our law enforcement heroes, our fallen
heroes, are being treated differently by
the Tax Code depending on when the
officer was killed. I think all of us in
this body and all Americans agree that
it is absolutely unconscionable to dis-
criminate against survivors of fallen
officers simply because their husband,
wife, or parent officer died before 1997.

The bill before us today is based on
an amendment I offered 2 years ago in
the Committee on Ways and Means,
which was unanimously adopted in the
Taxpayer Refund and Relief Act of 1999.
That provision passed both the House
and Senate, but unfortunately the
President at the time vetoed the larger
bill.

I want to express my gratitude to the
gentleman from California (Chairman
THOMAS) for expediting H.R. 1727 in the
Committee on Ways and Means. I want
to also thank the 13 bipartisan mem-
bers of the committee who joined me in
sponsoring this bill and to the other
sponsors, especially the gentleman
from New Hampshire (Mr. SUNUNU), the
gentlewoman from Florida (Mrs. THUR-
MAN), and the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. STUPAK), who have worked on
this issue over the years.

I am also grateful to the more than
20 State and national law enforcement
organizations who sent letters in sup-
port of this important legislation. But
most of all, Mr. Speaker, I am eter-
nally grateful to the fallen heroes and
their families we honor today.

As cochair of the Congressional Law
Enforcement Caucus, I understand the
risks and sacrifices made by our offi-
cers every time they put on their
badge. Over the past 15 years, I have
spent over 1,600 hours riding with Min-
neapolis and suburban police back
home. I have accompanied high-risk
entry teams on 65 search warrants. So
I have seen, firsthand, officers in
harm’s way simply because they are
doing their job to keep our streets and
communities safe.

Each year, an average of 62,000 as-
saults are committed against peace of-
ficers, resulting in more than 21,000 in-
jured officers. On the average, it was
just said by the previous speakers, an
officer is killed every 57 hours in Amer-
ica. Just last year, 150 peace and police
officers gave their lives, which rep-
resents, by the way, a 12 percent in-
crease in police fatalities over the pre-
vious year.

The average age of slain peace offi-
cers is only 38 years. Seventy-two per-
cent of these officers were married, and
the largest percentage had young chil-
dren.

Of course the financial hardship on
these families can be devastating on
top of dealing with an unbearably pain-
ful loss.

So, Mr. Speaker, let me conclude by
saying this legislation, H.R. 1727, is
long overdue. Just a few short hours
ago, a memorial service for fallen po-
lice officers was held here at the Cap-
itol. Flags on all Federal buildings are
currently flying at half-staff. It is time
to honor our fallen heroes with deeds
as well as words.

I urge my colleagues to support this
bill which will ensure that all families,
all families of slain police officers re-
ceive survivor benefits tax free, regard-
less of when the officers were killed. It
is the very least we can do for families
of our fallen heroes who have made the
ultimate sacrifice.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MCNULTY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, today H.R. 1727 comes
to the House with strong bipartisan
support. This bill was approved by the
Committee on Ways and Means by
unanimous vote. I strongly support
this legislation.

H.R. 1727 would bring fairness to our
Tax Code for a small but very special
group of taxpayers. The bill would ex-
tend uniform tax treatment to certain
payments received by the surviving
spouse or children of a public safety of-
ficer killed in the line of duty. This
legislation would extend current-law
treatment to amounts paid under a
survivor annuity with respect to a pub-
lic safety officer killed in the line of
duty before December 31, 1996 with re-
spect to payments received after De-
cember 31 in the year 2001.

The Tax Relief Act of 1997 provided
that amounts paid pursuant to a sur-
vivor annuity with respect to public
safety officers who were killed in the
line of duty are excluded from the in-
come of the officer’s surviving spouse
or children if the officer’s death oc-
curred on or after December 31, 1996.
The annuity must be provided under a
government plan.

For this purpose, public safety offi-
cers include, not only law enforcement
officers, but also firefighters, rescue
squad members, or ambulance crews.

As demonstrated under present law,
this tax treatment is provided for an-
nuity payments received with respect
to public safety officers who lose their
lives due to risks inherent in their
jobs. These officers risked their lives
on a daily basis to protect our families
and our communities. This sacrifice
obviously is shared by their families.

Under H.R. 1727, we are acknowl-
edging that, when a public safety offi-
cer is killed in the line of duty, the of-
ficer’s family has paid the ultimate
sacrifice. The sacrifice is no less great
because the officer was killed before
December 31, 1996.

This is why H.R. 1727 extends current
law to families of all officers killed in
the line of duty without regard to date

of death. All surviving spouses and all
children of public safety officers killed
in the line of duty should receive the
same tax treatment.

H.R. 1727 provides that all payments
received under a survivor annuity as
prescribed above after December 31,
2001 would be excluded from income.

I urge all of my colleagues to support
H.R. 1727 in the name of all of those
who put their lives on the line for us
365 days a year.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. RAMSTAD. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from New Hampshire (Mr.
SUNUNU), an important cosponsor of
this legislation, a strong advocate to
law enforcement, and a fellow member
of the Law Enforcement Caucus.

Mr. SUNUNU. Mr. Speaker, it is a
great privilege to rise in support of the
Fallen Hero Survivor Benefit Fairness
Act. I want to begin by thanking the
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
RAMSTAD), who is chairman of the Law
Enforcement Caucus and who has
worked hard and successfully to bring
this important bill through the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means and to the
floor.

As he and previous speakers have in-
dicated, this legislation extends the
tax-free treatment to the survivors of
those law enforcement officers and
public safety officers lost in the line of
duty, not just for those lost after 1996.
It makes good sense. It is fair. It is
just.

Especially during a week when we
honor law enforcement officers and
those who have fallen in the line of
duty, it is an important gesture, a step
forward that gives them the financial
security and the piece of mind they so
justly deserve.

I introduced similar legislation 2
years ago with the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. STUPAK) after sharing
the stories with several families in New
Hampshire that faced the consequences
of having lost a loved one serving in
the line of duty prior to 1996.

It is my pleasure to support the legis-
lation, and it is a pleasure to step for-
ward on a piece of legislation that has
such a bipartisan commitment behind
it. I thank my colleagues for their sup-
port.

Mr. MCNULTY. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield such time as he may
consume to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. STUPAK), a
friend, a colleague, and a former police
officer who himself put his life on the
line for the folks in his community.

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from New York for
yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
RAMSTAD), my colleague and cochair of
the Law Enforcement Caucus, for his
hard work on this resolution and the
gentleman from New Hampshire (Mr.
SUNUNU) and the gentleman from New
York (Mr. MCNULTY) and all the mem-
bers of the Committee on Ways and
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Means for bringing this legislation to
the point where we are today.

Public safety officers put their lives
on the line every day to protect and
serve the people of this country. Yet,
unbelievably enough, until 1997, sur-
vivor benefits for public safety officers
who died in the line of duty were sub-
ject to Federal income taxes. The fami-
lies, loved ones had done so much for
this country, and their spouses and
children sacrifice as well, yet the Fed-
eral Government would tax the bene-
fits they so need.

b 1530

In 1997, as I attended the Police Offi-
cers Memorial, I was made aware of
this injustice of taxing survivor bene-
fits. Because of the quirk in the law,
those law enforcement officers who
were disabled, their benefits were not
taxed; yet those who died, their bene-
fits were taxed by the Federal Govern-
ment. So I spoke then with the co-
chair of the Congressional Law En-
forcement Caucus, the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. RAMSTAD). We spoke
with the President, got the support of
the administration; we worked with
members of the Committee on Ways
and Means, especially the gentlewoman
from Florida (Mrs. THURMAN); and we
moved legislation to try to correct this
injustice. The Congressional Law En-
forcement Caucus wholeheartedly sup-
ported it.

In 1997, Congress started to fix this
serious problem. The Taxpayers Relief
Act of 1997 provided that the survivor
benefits of officers killed on or after
December 31, 1996, would not be subject
to taxation. However, we had budget
constraints back then; and we could
not extend this legislation to everyone.
But we did not give up. These were not
minor omissions. The bill left numer-
ous deserving families without assist-
ance.

I am pleased to report that through
this legislation today, authored by my
colleague, the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. RAMSTAD) and my cochair-
man of the Congressional Law Enforce-
ment Caucus, who has worked so hard
on this issue, we now have this bill for
passage before the House of Represent-
atives. Today, we close this unfair
loophole by ensuring that the survivor
benefits of all officers, regardless of the
date they perished, will be exempt from
taxes.

We must provide for those families
that have suffered the devastating loss
of losing their loved ones to the call of
duty. These families deserve our sup-
port when the unthinkable happens and
their loved one is struck down. We
have to look out for them, just as their
husbands, their wives, their mothers,
and fathers look out for us every day,
risking their commitments to their
families for the greater commitment
they have made to this country.

Mr. McNULTY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume to
simply say that in the name of basic
tax fairness and on behalf of all of the

survivors of the heroes who put their
lives on the line and gave their lives
for our communities, I urge all of my
colleagues to support this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. RAMSTAD. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume to
again thank my co-chair of the Con-
gressional Law Enforcement Caucus,
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
STUPAK), and the gentleman from New
York (Mr. MCNULTY), the gentlewoman
from Florida (Mrs. THURMAN), and the
13 other Ways and Means colleagues
who cosponsored this important legis-
lation. I also want to thank the gen-
tleman from New Hampshire (Mr.
SUNUNU) again for his hard work on
this issue and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. THOMAS), the chairman of
the Committee on Ways and Means, for
expediting this legislation at my re-
quest.

This is the least we can do, Mr.
Speaker, for our fallen law enforce-
ment heroes and other public safety of-
ficers killed in the line of duty, to give
all of the survivors of public safety of-
ficers who give their lives for our pub-
lic safety the tax-free benefits regard-
less of when their officer relative was
killed. So I urge Members to support
this important legislation.

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, current
law unfairly divides our fallen heroes
into two camps. Officers who sacrificed
their lives after 1997 are granted the
fair and reasonable recognition of al-
lowing their families to draw survivor
benefits without paying taxes on the
benefits.

Society recognizes that officers who
make the supreme sacrifice deserve to
be treated in a special way through
this provision, which is designed to ex-
press our gratitude to the surviving
family members.

Unfortunately, this distinction does
not currently apply to the surviving
families of officers who fell before Jan-
uary 1987. The law discriminates
against these law enforcement officers
because it denies their families the
right to draw their survivor’s benefits
without taxes.

We need to treat all of our fallen offi-
cers equally. We should single out
those brave officers who give their
lives protecting society. We should
demonstrate a special reverence for
their demanding and dangerous work
as law enforcement officers. Easing the
burden on surviving family members is
a fair and appropriate gesture to con-
vey our thanks and respect. Members
should show our appreciation by sup-
porting this legislation.

Mr. RAMSTAD. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BARR of Georgia). The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. RAMSTAD) that
the House suspend the rules and pass
the bill, H.R. 1727, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. RAMSTAD. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RAMSTAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous matter
on H.R. 1727.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Minnesota?

There was no objection.
f

FAIRNESS FOR FOSTER CARE
FAMILIES ACT OF 2001

Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 586) to amend the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide
that the exclusion from gross income
for foster care payments shall also
apply to payments by qualified place-
ment agencies, and for other purposes,
as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 586

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Fairness for
Foster Care Families Act of 2001’’.
SEC. 2. EXCLUSION FOR FOSTER CARE PAYMENTS

TO APPLY TO PAYMENTS BY QUALI-
FIED PLACEMENT AGENCIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The matter preceding sub-
paragraph (B) of section 131(b)(1) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 (defining qualified
foster care payment) is amended to read as fol-
lows:

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified foster
care payment’ means any payment made pursu-
ant to a foster care program of a State or polit-
ical subdivision thereof—

‘‘(A) which is paid by—
‘‘(i) a State or political subdivision thereof, or
‘‘(ii) a qualified foster care placement agency,

and’’.
(b) QUALIFIED FOSTER INDIVIDUALS TO IN-

CLUDE INDIVIDUALS PLACED BY QUALIFIED
PLACEMENT AGENCIES.—Subparagraph (B) of
section 131(b)(2) of such Code (defining qualified
foster individual) is amended to read as follows:

‘‘(B) a qualified foster care placement agen-
cy.’’

(c) QUALIFIED FOSTER CARE PLACEMENT
AGENCY DEFINED.—Subsection (b) of section 131
of such Code is amended by redesignating para-
graph (3) as paragraph (4) and by inserting
after paragraph (2) the following new para-
graph:

‘‘(3) QUALIFIED FOSTER CARE PLACEMENT
AGENCY.—The term ‘qualified foster care place-
ment agency’ means any placement agency
which is licensed or certified by—

‘‘(A) a State or political subdivision thereof,
or

‘‘(B) an entity designated by a State or polit-
ical subdivision thereof,
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for the foster care program of such State or po-
litical subdivision to make foster care payments
to providers of foster care.’’

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall apply to taxable years be-
ginning after December 31, 2001.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Kentucky (Mr. LEWIS) and the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. MCNULTY)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kentucky (Mr. LEWIS).

Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, this is a straight-
forward bill which updates and sim-
plifies the Tax Code as it relates to fos-
ter care families. Under current law,
foster care families are given a tax ex-
emption on the payments they receive
through a state-run foster care pro-
gram. The current law was enacted in
1986. The law recognizes that if you are
willing to open your heart and home by
participating in foster care, you should
receive this exemption. It is that sim-
ple.

Over the years, however, States have
changed the way foster care services
are delivered and many are privatizing
or contracting out some or all of their
services. When this happens, and a pri-
vate organization participates in the
State program, the tax exemption for
families becomes confusing and, in
some cases, unfair. Specifically, the ex-
clusion is dependent on a complicated
analysis of three factors: the age of the
foster individual, the type of entity
that places the individual, and the
source of payment.

If the payments are found not exclud-
able because a private entity is partici-
pating in one or all of these factors,
the foster care provider is then re-
quired to keep extensive records of
every expense made on behalf of the
foster individual in order to qualify for
the exclusion. As my colleagues can
imagine, these rules are extremely con-
fusing. In fact, many accountants have
difficulty interpreting these rules for
families; and as a result, families are
discouraged from participating in fos-
ter care. This problem is created sim-
ply because current law is outdated
and no longer reflects the changes
States are making in their business
practices.

Mr. Speaker, States should be en-
couraged to be innovative and respon-
sible in their business practices; but
more important, foster care families
should not be penalized as a result. My
bill, H.R. 586, simplifies current law to
ensure that the exemption is there for
all foster care families regardless of
how their State foster care practices
change and regardless of the age of the
individual.

My bill recognizes the increasing role
of private agencies in State foster care
plans and also requires these agencies
to be licensed and certified by the
State in order to participate in a State
foster care program.

Again, Mr. Speaker, my bill sim-
plifies and provides fairness for the Tax
Code for all foster care families, and I
urge my colleagues’ support.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MCNULTY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to join with
my friend, the gentleman from Ken-
tucky (Mr. LEWIS), in supporting H.R.
586, the Fairness to Foster Care Fami-
lies Act. H.R. 586 would expand the
types of foster care payments that are
excludable from a foster family’s tax-
able income. The bill recognizes that
payments received by foster families,
regardless of the type of agency pro-
viding those payments, are needed to
care for the foster child and, therefore,
should not be taxed.

We have over 560,000 abused, aban-
doned, and neglected children in our
Nation’s foster care system who need
caring homes as they wait to return to
their birth parents or to be adopted.
H.R. 586 removes one barrier to at least
some families taking a foster child into
their homes. Under current law, foster
care payments are excluded from tax-
able income only if the placement and
payment is made by a State agency or,
in the case of an individual under the
age of 19, by a nonprofit agency.

This bill would extend this favorable
tax treatment to any foster care pay-
ment made by an agency licensed or
certified by the State. This would re-
move restrictions currently imposed on
foster families whose payments are
made by for-profit agencies or, in the
case of foster individuals older than
the age of 18, by non-profit agencies.

The impact of for-profit agencies in
the child welfare system is uncertain.
We need more information on how
these for-profit agencies affect child
well-being and on how common it is for
States to contract with them to under-
take certain functions, including the
placement and oversight of children in
foster care. However, it does seem ap-
propriate that we not penalize foster
families when they receive foster care
payments from private agencies with
which a State has entered into a con-
tract to administer parts of their foster
care system. Furthermore, H.R. 586
recognizes that States also may con-
tract with private agencies to place
older, often disabled individuals with
foster families.

This bill is not a single simple an-
swer to the problems faced by our fos-
ter care system, but it does take a
small step to help some foster families.
I strongly support H.R. 586, and I urge
support from all my colleagues.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentle-
woman from Kentucky (Mrs. NORTHUP),
a good friend and colleague.

Mrs. NORTHUP. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to speak in support of House bill 586
and to remind ourselves that it would
be easy, considering the system of gov-

ernment, to think of this bill as a tax
bill; but it is really a bill about chil-
dren and families.

So often youngsters in the classroom
ask me where I got the best insight to
serve as a Member of Congress. They
expect me to talk about my economics
classes or different classes I had in
school. And I always answer that it is
being the mother of six children. What
I have learned is that families are the
most enduring, important part of a
child’s life. It is the security that they
begin life with and that they carry
throughout life.

Some of our children in this country
have not been blessed with a consistent
family life. To our good fortune, we
have agencies that are becoming part-
ners with our States to provide more
children with better services and an
even better chance of growing up in a
foster family. Some of these children
come from the most difficult cir-
cumstances, and it is not surprising
that sometimes support systems have
to be in place for these families. It is to
our good fortune and to this country’s
good fortune and to our children’s good
fortune that we have so many of these
agencies that are able to provide the
comprehensive support services that
families need. It is only reasonable
that we make sure that our tax laws
support these new evolving, important
systems that allow children to have
what is the most important thing in
their life: a family.

And so this bill is not about taxes. It
is about families, specifically foster
families, and expanding the number
and the opportunity and the differing
looks that foster families often have as
they serve each one of our unique chil-
dren. God bless our children. How
lucky we are to have the services of
our foster services, and this bill will
help make sure that those services
exist and expand for every child.

Mr. MCNULTY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume;
and in support of all of the foster chil-
dren across this country and the fami-
lies who care for them, I urge support
for this bill.

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
support of H.R. 586, the Foster Care Pro-
motion Act. As the son of parents who wel-
comed 25 foster children into their family, I
know firsthand the worth of the foster care
system.

This bill would allow foster parents to ex-
clude payments for foster children of any age
placed by a non-governmental foster care
agency from their taxable income. By sub-
sidizing the cost of foster children, regardless
of their age or the method in which they were
placed, we will properly value the incredible
work of foster parents everywhere.

Foster parenting is an act of true selfless-
ness, as each child requires a significant fi-
nancial and emotional investment. Many foster
children have been abused or neglected. Such
treatment leaves indelible scars, which foster
parents lovingly attempt to heal. We should
not ask such generous individuals to give of
their pocketbooks as well as their hearts.

All children need love and support. This bill
takes an important step toward ensuring that
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some of the most needy children will received
it.

Mr. MCNULTY. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
LEWIS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 586, as
amended.

The question was taken.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

f

b 1545

CONCERNING PARTICIPATION OF
TAIWAN IN WORLD HEALTH OR-
GANIZATION

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and concur in the
Senate amendment to the bill (H.R.
428) concerning the participation of
Taiwan in the World Health Organiza-
tion.

The Clerk read as follows:
Senate amendment:
Strike out all after the enacting clause and

insert:
SECTION 1. CONCERNING THE PARTICIPATION

OF TAIWAN IN THE WORLD HEALTH
ORGANIZATION (WHO).

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings:

(1) Good health is important to every citizen
of the world and access to the highest standards
of health information and services is necessary
to improve the public health.

(2) Direct and unobstructed participation in
international health cooperation forums and
programs is beneficial for all parts of the world,
especially with today’s greater potential for the
cross-border spread of various infectious dis-
eases such as the human immunodeficiency
virus (HIV), tuberculosis, and malaria.

(3) Taiwan’s population of 23,500,000 people is
larger than that of 3⁄4 of the member states al-
ready in the World Health Organization (WHO).

(4) Taiwan’s achievements in the field of
health are substantial, including one of the
highest life expectancy levels in Asia, maternal
and infant mortality rates comparable to those
of western countries, the eradication of such in-
fectious diseases as cholera, smallpox, and the
plague, and the first to eradicate polio and pro-
vide children with hepatitis B vaccinations.

(5) The United States Centers for Disease Con-
trol and Prevention and its Taiwan counterpart
agencies have enjoyed close collaboration on a
wide range of public health issues.

(6) In recent years Taiwan has expressed a
willingness to assist financially and technically
in international aid and health activities sup-
ported by the WHO.

(7) On January 14, 2001, an earthquake, reg-
istering between 7.6 and 7.9 on the Richter scale,
struck El Salvador. In response, the Taiwanese
government sent 2 rescue teams, consisting of 90
individuals specializing in firefighting, medi-

cine, and civil engineering. The Taiwanese Min-
istry of Foreign Affairs also donated $200,000 in
relief aid to the Salvadoran Government.

(8) The World Health Assembly has allowed
observers to participate in the activities of the
organization, including the Palestine Liberation
Organization in 1974, the Order of Malta, and
the Holy See in the early 1950’s.

(9) The United States, in the 1994 Taiwan Pol-
icy Review, declared its intention to support
Taiwan’s participation in appropriate inter-
national organizations.

(10) Public Law 106–137 required the Secretary
of State to submit a report to the Congress on ef-
forts by the executive branch to support Tai-
wan’s participation in international organiza-
tions, in particular the WHO.

(11) In light of all benefits that Taiwan’s par-
ticipation in the WHO can bring to the state of
health not only in Taiwan, but also regionally
and globally, Taiwan and its 23,500,000 people
should have appropriate and meaningful par-
ticipation in the WHO.

(b) PLAN.—The Secretary of State is author-
ized—

(1) to initiate a United States plan to endorse
and obtain observer status for Taiwan at the
annual week-long summit of the World Health
Assembly in May 2001 in Geneva, Switzerland;
and

(2) to instruct the United States delegation to
Geneva to implement that plan.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 14 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary
of State shall submit a written report to the
Congress in unclassified form containing the
plan authorized under subsection (b).

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BARR of Georgia). Pursuant to the rule,
the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. LEACH)
and the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
BROWN) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Iowa (Mr. LEACH).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 428.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Iowa?

There was no objection.
Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to support

this legislation which would authorize
the administration to initiate a plan to
endorse and obtain observer status for
Taiwan in the World Health Organiza-
tion during the May 2001 World Health
Assembly in Geneva.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to con-
gratulate the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. BROWN) for sponsoring this resolu-
tion. It should be stressed that nothing
in this bill implies a change in this
country’s one China policy, which has
been based for over 30 years on three
communiques and the Taiwan Rela-
tions Act. At the same time, however,
care should be taken not to arbitrarily
exclude the 23 million people of Taiwan
from appropriate economic and human-
itarian venues.

Mr. Speaker, the House previously
passed this bill 407–0 on April 24. Today
we are considering the legislation as
amended by the Senate. We should sup-
port it for at least two reasons:

First, Taiwan’s participation in the
WHO will advance the cause of public

health worldwide. In January, Taiwan
played an important role in providing
relief to earthquake victims in El Sal-
vador. By gaining observer status at
the WHO, Taiwan will be able to par-
ticipate more meaningfully in meeting
its, and our, global health challenges in
the future. Disease and national disas-
ters know no borders.

Secondly, where sovereignty is not at
issue, Taiwan’s participation in inter-
national organizations makes common
sense. Taiwan thrives economically
and politically. Economically, Taiwan
has raised the standard of living on a
more equalitarian basis than any de-
veloping country over the past half
century.

Politically, reminiscent of Sun Yat-
Sen’s call for staged democratic devel-
opment, Taiwan has moved, particu-
larly over the past two decades, to ex-
pand and refine representative democ-
racy. Today it is a model for the world.

Mr. Speaker, the Senate has modified
this bill to reflect the concerns of the
senior Senator from the State of Utah,
Mr. HATCH. The bill now authorizes
rather than requires the Secretary of
State to formulate and pursue a plan
to win observer status for Taiwan in
the World Health Organization. The ad-
ministration supports this change, and
I urge that the House do so as well.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
from Iowa (Mr. LEACH) for his good
work on this issue. On May 20 of last
year, Chen Shui-bian was sworn in as
President of Taiwan. This was an his-
toric event, the first major transfer of
power between rival political parties in
that nation’s history.

Mature democracies like the United
States take such political transitions
for granted, but the peaceful exchange
of power is a rare democratic legacy.
Taiwan now shares this privilege. Tai-
wan has evolved into a stable, pros-
perous nation governed by the rule of
law. Taiwan’s 40-year journey toward
democracy is a success story. We
should acknowledge and reward that
progress and celebrate it.

Mr. Speaker, to this end, I introduced
H.R. 428, which would authorize our
U.S. Department of State to initiate a
plan to endorse and obtain observer
status for Taiwan in this year’s World
Health Assembly. Ninety-two of my
colleagues have cosponsored this bill
fostering Taiwan’s participation in the
World Health Assembly. This is a mod-
est step, but a meaningful one. Ob-
server status in the WHA does not re-
quire statehood, in fact the PLO, the
Order of Malta, the Vatican, and Ro-
tary International all have observer
status in Geneva at the WHA, but pass-
ing this bill will be a significant vic-
tory for every Taiwanese citizen and
for every American who cares about
human rights.

Children and families suffer from the
effects of inadequate health care,
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whether they live in Washington, Gene-
va, Beijing, or Taipei. In 1998, Taiwan
suffered an outbreak of enterovirus 71,
a potentially fatal disease that causes
severe inflammation of muscle sur-
rounding the brain, spinal cord, and
heart. Infants and children are particu-
larly vulnerable to this highly con-
tagious virus. Unfortunately, the Tai-
wanese doctors treating enterovirus 71
did not have access to the medical re-
sources of the WHO. By the time the
outbreak was under control, 70 Tai-
wanese children had died. Had Taiwan
been permitted to draw on WHO exper-
tise, these children could very well
still be alive.

But as Taiwan benefits from partici-
pation in the WHO, so does the rest of
the world. Taiwan, with a highly devel-
oped health care system, has made
great advances in science and tech-
nology. Inclusion in WHO would allow
American health officials better access
to Taiwanese information, as much as
the other way around.

Mr. Speaker, our government’s tacit
support for the status quo, our unwill-
ingness to fight for Taiwan’s participa-
tion in the World Health Organization,
is not only short-sighted, it is unjusti-
fiable. Infectious diseases do not re-
spect politically driven distinctions or
national borders. Infectious diseases
travel. If there is TB in Taiwan, there
will inevitably be TB in the U.S. If
there is HIV/AIDS in South Africa,
there will inevitably be HIV/AIDS in
Brazil.

Mr. Speaker, global illnesses are just
that, global. No country is immune
when one country faces a public health
crisis. Recently, the administration de-
cided to sell four Kidd-class destroyers
to Taiwan, despite threats from the
People’s Republic of China. If our com-
mitment as a Nation is strong enough
to justify supporting Taiwan’s military
defense with arms sales, it certainly is
strong enough to justify supporting ac-
cess to global health resources for Tai-
wan’s 23.5 million people.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the strong
support H.R. 428 has received from
Members on both sides of the aisle, and
look forward to the bill’s passage
today. I call on President Bush to do
the right thing, to go to Geneva and
fight for observer status for Taiwan at
the World Health Assembly.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. PENCE).

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in support of H.R. 428. I thank the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. LEACH) and the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) for
their excellent work on this measure.

Mr. Speaker, the passage of this
measure before the House will mark
yet another triumph for the United
States and Taiwan. For too long Tai-
wan has been denied the benefit of par-
ticipation in the World Health Organi-
zation and a dialogue with its member
nations concerning public health pol-
icy.

Unfortunately, this absence has pre-
vented the people of Taiwan and the
members of the World Health Organiza-
tion from the experiences of an emerg-
ing leader in East Asia. I am pleased
that we will correct this oversight
today.

Mr. Speaker, we have a moral duty to
ensure that our neighbors have access
to the same lifesaving information and
technology that we enjoy in the United
States. As one of the world’s most
densely populated regions, Taiwan has
been successful at controlling infec-
tious diseases and matching the infant
mortality rates of developed nations.
Yet work remains in areas such as food
safety and the control of illegal drugs.

Mr. Speaker, the World Health Orga-
nization can help Taiwan in those ef-
forts. I am encouraged by the prospects
for all the World Health Organization’s
members, and I look forward to in-
creased participation by Taiwan in
world health events. Ultimately, the
real benefit of Taiwan’s entry in the
WHO will be the children of Taiwan
who will have better access to immuni-
zations and preventive care.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to join me in this bipartisan ef-
fort in supporting this bill.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, let me
stress that arguably the greatest issue
in the world today may well be disease
control. What the WHO symbolizes is a
people-oriented concern for control of
disease. Taiwan should not be pre-
cluded from expanding its capacity to
meet its people’s needs, nor precluded
from assisting others in less sophisti-
cated health care centers from receiv-
ing the support of Taiwanese doctors
and health care delivery specialists.

Mr. Speaker, this is a common-sense
bill. I urge support of it.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
support the House Resolution 428 to approve
Taiwan participation in the World Health Orga-
nization.

Historically the United States and Taiwan
have maintained good relationship. Ever since
its establishment in 1912 we have had sub-
stantive diplomatic and commercial ties. On
April 10, 1979, the House of Representatives
have enacted Public Law 96–8, known as the
Taiwan Relations Act. This Act played a very
important role in shaping our policies toward
Taiwan. It is considered as a representation of
our best ideals to safeguard security and com-
mercial interests in the area.

Taiwan with its population of approximately
20 million has solidly embraced the principles
of a democratic society.

Its medical infrastructure is considered to be
among the best in the world. According to a
recent report, at the end of 1999, there were
152,385 medical personnel in Taiwan. There
are currently 11 medical schools, 13 para-
medical junior colleges, and 14 paramedical
vocational schools.

Virtually all medical specialties known in the
Western World are being practiced in Taiwan.

In view of our close diplomatic ties and ex-
cellent health care program in Taiwan, I sup-
port House Resolution 428 to allow Taiwan to
participate in the World Health Organization.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of H.R. 428 which authorizes the United
States Secretary of State to initiate and imple-
ment a plan to endorse and obtain observer
status for Taiwan at the annual summit of the
World Health assembly (of the World Health
Organization) this month in Geneva, Switzer-
land. Taiwan and its 23 million people should
have appropriate and meaningful participation
in the World Health Organization (WHO).

The WHO Constitution states that the ‘‘en-
joyment of the highest attainable standard of
health is one of the fundamental rights of
every human being without distinction of race,
religion, political belief, economic or social
condition.’’ Yet today, Taiwan is excluded from
participation in the WHO because of political
pressure from the People’s Republic of China.

This means that the people of Taiwan can-
not share in the WHO’s vital resources and
expertise. Taiwanese physicians and health
experts are not allowed to take part in WHO-
organized forums and workshops regarding
the latest techniques in the diagnosis, moni-
toring and control of diseases. Taiwanese doc-
tors do not have access to WHO medical pro-
tocols and health standards.

This is simply not right. Diseases do not
stop at national boundaries, and with today’s
high frequency of international travel, the pos-
sibility of transmitting infectious diseases is
greater than ever. Good health is a basic right
for every citizen of the world, and Taiwan
should be granted membership in the WHO.

Despite its exclusion from the WHO, Taiwan
has made some remarkable achievements in
the field of health, including one of the highest
life expectancy levels in Asia, maternal and in-
fant mortality rates comparable to those of
western countries, and the eradication of in-
fectious diseases such as smallpox and the
plague. Taiwan is the first Asian nation to be
rid of polio and the first country in the world
to provide children with free hepatitis B vac-
cinations.

Prior to 1972 and its loss of membership in
the WHO, Taiwan sent specialists to serve on
health projects in other members countries,
and its experts held key positions in the WHO.
In recent years, the Taiwanese government
has expressed a willingness to assist finan-
cially or technically in WHO-supported inter-
national aid and health activities, but it has
been unable to render such assistance be-
cause it is unable to participate in the inter-
national health organization.

Taiwan’s population of 23 million people is
larger than three-quarters of the member
states already in the WHO. Clearly, Taiwan
and the world community could benefit by its
participation in the WHO. I believe the United
States should actively support Taiwan’s mem-
bership in the World Health Organization.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 428.
Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong

support of the initiative by the gentleman from
Ohio, Congressman BROWN, concerning Tai-
wan’s participation in the World Health Organi-
zation. I commend our committee’s distin-
guished chairman, Mr. HYDE and the ranking
minority member, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia, Mr. LANTOS and the subcommittee
chairmen and ranking minority members of the
International Operations and Human Rights
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and East Asia and the Pacific for crafting and
bringing this resolution expeditiously to the
floor.

Secretary Powell noted before our com-
mittee that there should be ways for Taiwan to
enjoy full benefits of participation in inter-
national organizations without being a mem-
ber. H.R. 428 only calls for the Secretary of
State to initiate a United States plan to en-
dorse and obtain observer status at the WHO
for Taiwan.

In recent years Taiwan has expressed a
willingness to assist financially and technically
in international aid and health activities sup-
ported by the WHO, but has been unable to
render such assistance because Taiwan is not
a member of the WHO.

The WHO has allowed observers to partici-
pate in the activities of the organizations, in-
cluding the Palestinian Liberation Organiza-
tion, the Knights of Malta, and the Vatican.

Along with many of my colleagues, we are
very disappointed that Taiwan is not a full
member of the U.N. and all international orga-
nizations that its democratically led govern-
ment wishes to join. Although this resolution
does not anywhere near enough address this
concern, it is a first step in addressing the
problem that Taiwan faces.

Accordingly, I strongly support H.R. 428.
Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield

back the balance of my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. LEACH)
that the House suspend the rules and
concur in the Senate amendment to
the bill, H.R. 428.

The question was taken.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

f

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 56 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until approximately 6 p.m.

f

b 1802

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. DUNCAN) at 6 o’clock and
2 minutes p.m.

f

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, the pending
business is the question of the Speak-
er’s approval of the Journal of the last
day’s proceedings.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, the Chair will
now put the question on motions to
suspend the rules on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed earlier today.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H.R. 1696, by the yeas and nays;
House Resolution 116, by the yeas and

nays;
H.R. 1727, by the yeas and nays;
H.R. 586, by the yeas and nays; con-

curring in Senate amendment to H.R.
428, by the yeas and nays.

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes
the time for any electronic vote after
the first such vote in this series.

f

EXPEDITING CONSTRUCTION OF
WORLD WAR II MEMORIAL IN
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 1696.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
STUMP) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1696, on
which the yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 400, nays 15,
not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 109]

YEAS—400

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt
Akin
Andrews
Armey
Baca
Bachus
Baird
Baker
Baldacci
Baldwin
Ballenger
Barcia
Barr
Barrett
Bartlett
Barton
Bass
Becerra
Bentsen
Berkley
Berry
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop
Blagojevich
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonior
Bono
Borski
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (TX)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)

Brown (SC)
Bryant
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Coble
Collins
Combest
Condit
Conyers
Cooksey
Costello
Cox
Coyne
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)

Davis (IL)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr
Ferguson
Filner
Flake
Fletcher
Foley
Ford
Fossella
Frank
Frelinghuysen

Frost
Gallegly
Ganske
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grucci
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kerns
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Largent
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette

Leach
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Mascara
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Millender-

McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Mink
Moakley
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pitts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer

Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ross
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Rush
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanders
Sandlin
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Simmons
Simpson
Skeen
Skelton
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Solis
Spence
Spratt
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Sununu
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Traficant
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Velazquez
Visclosky
Vitter
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Waters
Watkins
Watt (NC)
Watts (OK)
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Wexler
Wicker
Wilson
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Young (AK)

NAYS—15

Bereuter
Berman
Clay

Gilchrest
Harman
Hinchey

LaFalce
Lee
Miller, George
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Oberstar
Snyder

Stark
Stupak

Taylor (NC)
Waxman

NOT VOTING—16

Allen
Brady (PA)
Fattah
Hall (OH)
McInnis
McIntyre

Mollohan
Obey
Platts
Portman
Ros-Lehtinen
Sanchez

Slaughter
Souder
Whitfield
Young (FL)

b 1825

Ms. SOLIS and Mr. LIPINSKI
changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to
‘‘yea.’’

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:
Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.

109, I was inadvertently detained. Had I been
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNCAN). Pursuant to clause 8, rule
XX, the Chair will reduce to 5 minutes
the minimum time for electronic vot-
ing on each additional motion to sus-
pend the rules on which the Chair has
postponed further proceedings.

f

COMMEMORATING DEDICATION
AND SACRIFICES OF LAW EN-
FORCEMENT OFFICERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
resolution, H. Res. 116, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Idaho (Mr. OTTER)
that the House suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution, H. Res. 116, as
amended, on which the yeas and nays
are ordered.

This will be a 5 minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 416, nays 0,
not voting 15, as follows:

[Roll No. 110]

YEAS—416

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt
Akin
Andrews
Armey
Baca
Bachus
Baird
Baker
Baldacci
Baldwin
Ballenger
Barcia
Barr
Barrett
Bartlett
Barton
Bass
Becerra
Bentsen
Bereuter

Berkley
Berman
Berry
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop
Blagojevich
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonior
Bono
Borski
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (TX)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Brown (SC)

Bryant
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn

Coble
Collins
Combest
Condit
Conyers
Cooksey
Costello
Cox
Coyne
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr
Ferguson
Filner
Flake
Fletcher
Foley
Ford
Fossella
Frank
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Ganske
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Goss
Graham
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grucci
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Harman
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel

Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kerns
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Largent
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Mascara
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Millender-

McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mink
Moakley
Moore

Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ross
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Rush
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanders
Sandlin
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Simmons
Simpson
Skeen
Skelton
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Spence
Spratt

Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry

Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Traficant
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Velazquez
Visclosky
Vitter
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Waters

Watkins
Watt (NC)
Watts (OK)
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Wexler
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—15

Allen
Brady (PA)
Fattah
Gordon
Hall (OH)

Horn
Istook
McInnis
McIntyre
Mollohan

Ros-Lehtinen
Sanchez
Slaughter
Souder
Young (FL)

b 1834

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof), the rules were suspended and
the resolution, as amended, was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The title was amended so as to read:
‘‘Concurrent resolution acknowledging
the dedication and sacrifices of the
men and women of the United States
who were killed or disabled while serv-
ing as law enforcement officers.’’.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

FALLEN HERO SURVIVOR BENEFIT
FAIRNESS ACT OF 2001

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNCAN). The pending business is the
question of suspending the rules and
passing the bill, H.R. 1727, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
RAMSTAD) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1727, as
amended, on which the yeas and nays
are ordered.

This will be a 5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 419, nays 0,
not voting 12, as follows:

[Roll No. 111]

YEAS—419

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt
Akin
Andrews
Armey
Baca
Bachus
Baird
Baker
Baldacci
Baldwin
Ballenger
Barcia
Barr
Barrett
Bartlett
Barton
Bass
Becerra
Bentsen
Bereuter
Berkley

Berman
Berry
Bilirakis
Bishop
Blagojevich
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonior
Bono
Borski
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (TX)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Brown (SC)
Bryant
Burr
Burton

Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Coble
Collins
Combest
Condit
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Conyers
Cooksey
Costello
Cox
Coyne
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr
Ferguson
Filner
Flake
Fletcher
Foley
Ford
Fossella
Frank
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Ganske
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grucci
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Harman
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt

Honda
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E.B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kerns
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Largent
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Mascara
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Millender-

McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mink
Moakley
Mollohan
Moore

Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ross
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Rush
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanders
Sandlin
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Simmons
Simpson
Skeen
Skelton
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Spence
Spratt

Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry

Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Traficant
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Velazquez
Visclosky
Vitter
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Waters

Watkins
Watt (NC)
Watts (OK)
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Wexler
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—12

Allen
Biggert
Brady (PA)
Fattah

Hall (OH)
McInnis
McIntyre
Ros-Lehtinen

Sanchez
Slaughter
Souder
Young (FL)

b 1844

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

FAIRNESS FOR FOSTER CARE
FAMILIES ACT OF 2001

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GIB-
BONS). The pending business is the
question of suspending the rules and
passing the bill, H.R. 586, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
LEWIS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 586, as
amended, on which the yeas and nays
are ordered.

This will be a 5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 420, nays 0,
not voting 11, as follows:

[Roll No. 112]

YEAS—420

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt
Akin
Andrews
Armey
Baca
Bachus
Baird
Baker
Baldacci
Baldwin
Ballenger
Barcia
Barr
Barrett
Bartlett
Barton
Bass
Becerra
Bentsen
Bereuter
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop
Blagojevich
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Bonilla

Bonior
Bono
Borski
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (TX)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Brown (SC)
Bryant
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Coble

Collins
Combest
Condit
Conyers
Cooksey
Costello
Cox
Coyne
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett

Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr
Ferguson
Filner
Flake
Fletcher
Foley
Ford
Fossella
Frank
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Ganske
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grucci
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Harman
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller

Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kerns
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Largent
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Mascara
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McInnis
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Millender-

McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mink
Moakley
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pelosi
Pence

Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ross
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Rush
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanders
Sandlin
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Simmons
Simpson
Skeen
Skelton
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Spence
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Traficant
Turner
Udall (CO)
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Udall (NM)
Upton
Velazquez
Visclosky
Vitter
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Waters

Watkins
Watt (NC)
Watts (OK)
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Wexler

Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—11

Allen
Boehner
Brady (PA)
Fattah

Hall (OH)
McIntyre
Ros-Lehtinen
Sanchez

Slaughter
Souder
Young (FL)

b 1853

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

CONCERNING PARTICIPATION OF
TAIWAN IN WORLD HEALTH OR-
GANIZATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and concurring in the
Senate amendment to the bill, H.R. 428.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. LEACH)
that the House suspend the rules and
concur in the Senate amendment to
the bill, H.R. 428, on which the yeas
and nays are ordered.

This will be a 5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 415, nays 0,
not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 113]

YEAS—415

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt
Akin
Andrews
Armey
Baca
Bachus
Baird
Baker
Baldacci
Baldwin
Ballenger
Barcia
Barr
Barrett
Bartlett
Barton
Bass
Becerra
Bentsen
Bereuter
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Biggert
Bilirakis
Blagojevich
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonior
Bono
Borski
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (TX)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)

Brown (SC)
Bryant
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Cardin
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Coble
Collins
Combest
Condit
Conyers
Cooksey
Costello
Cox
Coyne
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)

Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr
Ferguson
Filner
Flake
Fletcher
Foley
Ford
Fossella
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Ganske

Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grucci
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Harman
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E.B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kerns
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Largent
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)

Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Mascara
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McInnis
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Millender-

McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mink
Moakley
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogers (KY)

Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ross
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Rush
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanders
Sandlin
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Simmons
Simpson
Skeen
Skelton
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Spence
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Traficant
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Velazquez
Visclosky
Vitter
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Waters
Watkins
Watt (NC)
Watts (OK)
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Wexler
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—16

Allen
Bishop
Brady (PA)
Capuano
Fattah
Frank

Hall (OH)
Johnson (CT)
McIntyre
Quinn
Ros-Lehtinen
Sanchez

Slaughter
Souder
Weller
Young (FL)

b 1900

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the Senate amendment was concurred
in.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 701

Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that my
name be removed as a cosponsor from
H.R. 701.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNCAN). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Okla-
homa?

There was no objection.
f

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

f

THE CONGRESS IS OPPOSED TO
FAST TRACK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, last week
the President sent to Congress his
International Trade Agenda for 2001.
Members who were expecting a detailed
and responsible approach were sorely
disappointed.

First, the President is trying to play
the name game. He knows that Con-
gress has repeatedly rejected Fast
Track, most recently in 1998. He also
knows that he does not have the sup-
port or votes in this Congress to pass
this misguided approach. So instead of
pushing an initiative that is bound to
fail, he is trying to confuse the public
and lead the press to believe that this
is some kind of novel idea.

By any other name, Fast Track is
Fast Track. Let us get real. Trade pro-
motion authority, or TPA as it is being
now referred to, is really nothing new.
Congress rejected it before, and we will
do so again. Let us remember why we
rejected it in the first place.

Without congressional oversight and
input, trade agreements will be nego-
tiated by unrepresentative delegates,
who were never elected, standing up for
the rights of international corpora-
tions, instead of our hardworking con-
stituents, not to mention that a thing
called the Constitution of the United
States grants to Congress the right to
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regulate commerce with foreign na-
tions.

Our Founding Fathers granted Con-
gress this responsibility as a check on
the executive branch. It is critical that
we do not trade away the right to rep-
resent our constituents.

They have sent us here to represent
their wishes, not those of only inter-
national corporations looking to their
bottom line. The second round of the
name game came when President Bush
referred to labor and environment as
core standards.

If these are core standards, why are
they not being included in the core
text of trade agreements? That would
make sense, would it not? Instead, the
President wants labor rights, get ready
for this, to be enforced by the U.S.
Agency for International Development
and environmental standards by the
World Health Organization. Who is he
kidding? Not Congress.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
do exactly what they have done numer-
ous times before. Reject this name
game. Reject Fast Track. Stand up for
the American people, their standard of
living, their right to work for a living
wage, their right to live in an environ-
ment which is not polluting, and to use
the power of this marketplace to raise
living standards in other parts of the
world, not pull us down to their stand-
ards. Reject Fast Track. Reject the
name game. Reject trade promotion
authority.

f

INSTANT RECALL ON ANY VAC-
CINE GOING INTO OUR CHILDREN
THAT HAS MERCURY IN IT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I had a prepared statement that I
was going to use, but it has not ar-
rived, so I will speak extemporaneously
tonight.

Mr. Speaker, vaccinations have been
a real plus for this country. We had a
lot of diseases that used to be so
feared, like polio and diptheria that we
do not have to worry about anymore,
and it is because we have vaccinations
that really help protect our young peo-
ple.

But along with the positives, unfor-
tunately there are some negatives, and
parents across this country ought to be
aware of the negatives as well as the
positives. That is why my committee
has been holding a number of hearings
and has had the health agencies of this
country before the committee numer-
ous times.

We have had what is called an explo-
sion of autism in America. Autism,
that is a disease most people are not
familiar with unless it has hit their
family, and that is where one day your
child is apparently normal or appears
to be normal, and the next day he is
running around flapping his arms, can-
not speak clearly anymore, bangs his

head against the wall, has severe bowel
disorders and other related things.

We have had an explosion, an abso-
lute explosion. Twenty years ago, 1 in
10,000 children in America were consid-
ered autistic. Today it is 1 in 500. In
some parts of the country, it is as
many as 1 in 150. Now think about that;
1 in 150 children in some parts of this
country is autistic. We need to find out
why.

Our committee has held hearings,
and we think we have some things that
need to be thoroughly investigated,
and one of those is why do we have vac-
cines going into children’s arms and
into adults arms that contain mercury.
Mercury.

Mercury is a toxic substance that we
have taken out of our topical dressings.
It used to be that you could buy
creams that had mercury in them be-
cause it was a preservative. They said
because it could leach into the blood-
stream through the skin, they thought
it was safer to take it out of all topical
dressings. They still use it as a preserv-
ative in many of the vaccinations given
to our children.

Mercury is being injected, as I speak
tonight, into children across this coun-
try along with the vaccinations they
are getting.

Other substances being injected into
our children are formaldehyde and alu-
minum, metals that could be and sub-
stances that could be toxic. We need to
find out why.

I, for one, believe that my grandson
became autistic at least in part be-
cause he received vaccinations. He re-
ceived 9 in 1 day, and 6 of those con-
tained mercury. Mercury has a cumu-
lative effect in the body. It gets in the
brain. So I believe that 1 week after he
received these vaccinations, he became
autistic.

He spoke normally. He acted like any
other normal child. Yet within 1 week
he was running around flapping his
arms, walking on his toes, because he
had severe bowel disorder, banging his
head against the wall, and he could not
speak clearly anymore, and he still has
those problems.

Mr. Speaker, if what we are putting
into our children’s bodies along with
the vaccinations is causing that, some-
thing has to be done.

I asked the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration when they were before our com-
mittee, do we have vaccines that do
not contain mercury or these sub-
stances? They said, yes, we do, in sin-
gle-vial doses. Now, what does that
mean? It means that if we have single-
vial doses that do not contain the mer-
cury, the child is not going to get the
mercury.

But what happens is, the pharma-
ceutical companies are putting out
many shots into one vial, and because
of that they have to have these pre-
servatives in there, and in many cases
they put several vaccines together.
And so they have these preservatives in
there to make sure that the vaccine
does not become contaminated.

If we went to single-vial vaccines and
shots, we would eliminate, in my opin-
ion, a large part of the problem. But
that is why this country needs to have
continued oversight over our health
agencies, because our health agencies
have not really been following up on
these vaccines to find out if there are
any side effects that are really going to
hurt our kids for the rest of their lives.

Mr. Speaker, I will say tonight that
mercury should be taken out of every
vaccine in the country, and it should
be taken out today. There should be an
instant recall on any vaccine that is
going into our children that has mer-
cury in it.

We have enough vaccines that do not
contain these toxic chemicals and sub-
stances, so our children can be inocu-
lated in a safe and effective way, and
yet our health agencies continue to let
these companies use mercury in these
vaccines.

Today as I speak, as I said, children
are being vaccinated with these toxic
chemicals in them. It is unconscion-
able.

Mr. Speaker, we have what is called
SIDS deaths, and they have said it is
because children go to bed and they
sleep on the wrong side, and there is no
explanation why they do not. My
granddaughter received a Hepatitis B
shot, and within an hour she quit
breathing. We had to you rush her to
the hospital, and she was blue in the
face.

Had she been in bed, the next morn-
ing she would have been dead; but my
daughter saw her and saw her turning
blue and rushed her to the hospital. It
was a reaction to the Hepatitis B shot.

Mr. Speaker, let me just say in con-
clusion, we will have more of these 5-
minute special orders, every parent in
the country ought to start reading the
inserts on those vaccines. Vaccinations
are important, but we want to make
sure we know what is going into our
children’s bodies.

COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM’S OVERSIGHT
ACTIVITIES OF VACCINE SAFETY

During the 106th Congress the Full Govern-
ment Reform Committee and two of its Sub-
committees initiated investigations looking at
several vaccine issues. There are increasing
concerns that the risks related to vaccines are
not widely known or acknowledged. Vaccines
have been hailed as the greatest public health
advance in the twentieth century. I have said
from the outset of our investigation that I am
not anti-vaccine. Rather I support the appro-
priate use of safe vaccines that have been
thoroughly tested. I support improved informa-
tion sharing with parents and patients regard-
ing the benefits and risks of immunization and
respect the concerns that have been raised by
thousands of families across the United States
about vaccine adverse events. I also support
increased clinical research looking at the long-
term safety of vaccines, including their poten-
tial link to chronic conditions such as autism,
diabetes, attention-deficit disorder, and asth-
ma.

Vaccines are the only drugs Americans are
mandated to receive as a condition of attend-
ance at day care and schools and in some
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cases as a condition of employment. Because
each state bases its mandatory immunizations
on Federal recommendations, it is very impor-
tant that adequate oversight be provided by
Congress to insure the integrity of the vaccine
programs.

At this time, there is a paucity of research
looking at long-term safety of any vaccine.
This was acknowledged last year in a report to
Congress from the Institute of Medicine, ‘‘Few
vaccines for any disease have been actively
monitored for adverse effects over long peri-
ods of time.
CONFLICT OF INTEREST ON VACCINE-RELATED ADVISORY

COMMITTEES

The Committee investigated two vaccine-re-
lated advisory committees. We were con-
cerned that the pharmaceutical industry has
too much influence over these committees.
From the evidence we found, I think they do.
The first committee was the FDA’s Vaccines
and Related Biological Products Advisory
Committee (VRBPAC). This Committee makes
recommendations on whether new vaccines
should be licensed. The second committee is
the CDC’s Advisory Committee on Immuniza-
tions Practices (ACIP). This committee rec-
ommends which vaccines should be included
on the Childhood Immunization Schedule. We
focused on the handling of the rotavirus vac-
cine. The FDA approved it for use in August
1998. The CDC recommended it for universal
use in March 1999. Serious problems cropped
up shortly after it was introduced. Children
started developing serious bowel obstructions.
The vaccine was pulled from the U.S. market
in October 1999. We learned that during the
FDA’s committee meetings there was concern
raised about adverse events. They were
aware of potential problems. Five children out
of 10,000 developed bowel obstructions.
There were also concerns about children fail-
ing to thrive and developing high fevers, which
as we know from other vaccine hearings, can
lead to brain injury. Even with all of these con-
cerns, the committee voted unanimously to
approve it.

At the CDC’s committee, there was a lot of
discussion about whether the benefits of the
vaccine really justified the costs. Even though
the cost-benefit ratio was questioned, the
Committee voted unanimously to approve it.

We learned that waivers had been granted
to individuals who had financial ties to the in-
dustry. This is troubling. At the time the
Rotashield vaccine was approved and rec-
ommended for universal use, the following
conditions existed: (1) That members, includ-
ing the chair, of the FDA and CDC advisory
committees who make these decisions own
stock in drug companies that make vaccines.
(2) That individuals on both advisory commit-
tees own patents for vaccines under consider-
ation or affected by the decisions of the com-
mittee. (3) That three out of five of the mem-
bers of the FDA’s advisory committee who
voted for the rotavirus vaccine had conflicts of
interest that were waived. (4) That seven indi-
viduals of the 15 member FDA advisory com-
mittee were not present at the meeting, two

others were excluded from the vote, and the
remaining five were joined by five temporary
voting members who all voted to license the
product. (5) That the CDC grants conflict-of-in-
terest waivers to every member of their advi-
sory committee a year at a time, and allows
full participation in the discussions leading up
to a vote by every member, whether they have
a financial stake in the decision or not. (6)
That the CDC’s advisory committee has no
public members—no parents have a vote in
whether or not a vaccine belongs on the child-
hood immunization schedule. the FDA’s com-
mittee only has one public member.

Families need to have confidence that the
vaccines that their children take are safe, ef-
fective, and truly necessary. Doctors need to
feel confident that when the FDA licenses a
drug, that it is really safe, and that the phar-
maceutical industry has not influenced the de-
cision-making process. Doctors place trust in
the FDA and assume that if the FDA has li-
censed a drug, it’s safe to use. I am con-
cerned that this trust has been violated.

We will be continuing this investigation in
the 107th Congress to see if the problems
have been resolved. Last week, every mem-
ber of Congress received a well-meaning letter
with an attachment addressing some of the
‘‘anti-vaccine’’ messages. The letter states the
information was prepared by the Children’s
Hospital of Philadelphia. What the letter fails
to inform members of Congress is that the
document was prepared by a Center at Chil-
dren’s lead by someone with direct financial
ties to the vaccine industry. I am concerned
about this subterfuge. It is important that indi-
viduals who are promoting vaccine safety de-
clare their conflicts of interest. To not do so,
in my opinion is unfair to those who receive
the information. This omission of corporate
sponsorship calls into question the accuracy
and balance of the information provided.

INSTITUTE OF MEDICINE’S MEASLES-MUMPS RUBELLA
VACCINE AND AUTISM REPORT

The Institute of Medicine’s (IOM) Committee
on Immunization Safety Review released the
‘‘Measles-Mumps-Rebella Vaccine and Autism
Report’’ in April. I was troubled by the head-
lines and news reports which all stated that
the IOM Committee found no connection be-
tween the MMR vaccine and autism. The IOM
Committee also noted in its conclusions that it
could not exclude the possibility that MMR
vaccine could contribute to Autism Spectrum
Disorder. I would urge all of you to read the
entire report, which is available on the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences website.
THE REALITY IS THAT THERE WAS INSUFFICIENT SCI-

ENTIFIC EVIDENCE TO CONCLUSIVELY PROVE OR DIS-
PROVE A CONNECTION BETWEEN THE MMR VACCINE
AND ACQUIRED AUTISM

We have substantial parental observation,
which should never be discounted. And we
have several case studies and laboratory evi-
dence showing measles virus in the guts of
autistic children who have bowel dysfunction.
And we also have several population-level epi-
demiological studies. While the IOM Com-
mittee noted that the epidemiological studies

do not support an association at a population
level, their report stated, ‘‘it is important to rec-
ognize the inherent methodological limitations
of such studies in establishing causality.’’

In essence, the studies that have been pub-
lished and held up by the public health com-
munity as ‘‘proof’’ against Dr. Wakefield’s hy-
pothesis can never answer the question of
whether or not MMR vaccine is linked to au-
tism in some children. That is why we need to
insist that the National Institutes of Health fund
independent research to replicate Dr. Wake-
field’s research.

At this time, we do not have enough re-
search to make an evidence-based final con-
clusion. What we have is a clear indication
that a problem exists for some children. We
need to do the research to get our arms
around that problem, so that we can prevent
any further escalation of this epidemic of ac-
quired autism.

When the Institute of Medicine formed their
Committee, we were assured that there were
be no one on the Committee who had ties to
the vaccine industry. I was disturbed to learn
that the Committee sent this report out for re-
view and comment prior to becoming final to
numerous individuals who have ties to the
vaccine industry including individuals with fi-
nancial ties to the manufacturer of the MMR
vaccine.

THE AUTISM EPIDEMIC

Two weeks ago, I stood in support of House
Resolution 91, which recognizes the impor-
tance of increasing the awareness of autism
spectrum disorders and supporting programs
for greater research and improved treatment
of austism and improved training.

Autism rates have skyrocketed. Conserv-
ative estimates suggest 1 in 500 children in
the United States is autistic. However, those
rates are dramatically higher in some places
such as Brick Township, New Jersey, where
the rates are 1 in 150.

In the first quarter of this year a child was
diagnosed with autism every three hours in
California. Last year, that rate was every six
hours.

Indiana is seeking a similar trend in in-
creased rates. One in 400 children in Indiana
is autistic. Between December 1999 and De-
cember 2000, requests for special education
services for children with autism went up
twenty-five percent. That is a twenty-five per-
cent increase in requests for taxpayer pro-
vided services in one year.

We have a national and potentially world-
wide epidemic on our hands. It cannot simply
be better reporting or an expanded definition
of autism.

MY PERSONAL EXPERIENCE

Autism or Autism Spectrum Disorder is dev-
astating to families. I know this from personal
experience. My grandson, Christian, was born
healthy and developed normally. His story is
not much different than that of the thousands
of families we have heard from
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over the last year. He met his developmental
milestones. He was talkative. He enjoyed
being with people. He interacted socially.

Then Christian received his routine immuni-
zations as recommended by the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention. His life
changed dramatically and rapidly. He received
five different shots and one oral vaccine all in
the same day. We now know that many of
these shots contained the mercury containing
preservative, thimerosal. He may have been
exposed to forty-one times the level of mer-
cury than is considered safe by Federal guide-
lines for a child his size. This was on top of
other mercury exposure from earlier vaccina-
tions. This issue of having mercury in chil-
dren’s vaccine is a very troubling issue and I
intend to continue this discussion in Special
Orders every week.

Within ten days of receiving his vaccines,
Christian was locked inside the world of au-
tism. Is it related to the MMR vaccine? Is it re-
lated to the mercury toxicity? Is it the environ-
ment, including food allergies? Or is autism
purely genetic?

As with any epidemic, we need to focus sig-
nificant energy and research on containing it.
We need to located the cause or causes. We
need to be aggressive in developing and mak-
ing available treatments for both the behav-
ioral issues and the biomedical illnesses re-
lated to this condition. Last week I chaired two
days of hearings to ask experts and public
health officials how they have responded to
this epidemic.

SHOW ME THE SCIENCE

Some of the scientists and public health offi-
cials that have come before the Committee
would have us believe that a child’s regression
into autism within a short time of vaccination
is purely a coincidence. However their opinion
is not based on scientific evidence, but on
their own desire to protect vaccine policy. In
fact, our Government has funded very little re-
search looking at the long-term safety of vac-
cines and has funded no clinical research
looking at the potential connection between
autism and vaccines.

I don’t want to leave the impression that I
am an ‘‘anti-vaccine’’ because I am not. Vac-
cines against serious infectious diseases such
as polio and smallpox have saved thousands
of lives. I support the use of needed vaccines
that have been thoroughly evaluated for safety
and efficacy and have been tested exten-
sively.

As Chairman of the Government Reform
Committee, I have conducted several hearings
on vaccine safety issues and the potential
connection between childhood vaccines and
the autism epidemic. We have heard from a
lot of witnesses on both sides of the issue.
One common thread in testimonies of dozens
of witnesses is that to date there is a very little
research in this area.

Autism and vaccine safety are both very im-
portant issues. There is a lot of research that
needs to be done to get answers about the
causes of autism and whether or not the MMR
vaccine and thimerosal-containing vaccines
are linked to the onset of acquired autism. Our
health agencies can no longer hide their
heads in the sand and refuse to acknowledge
that we have an epidemic and that in our well-
meaning desire to protect the public at large
from infectious diseases, that we may have

created this epidemic of a chronic and life-long
disease.

f

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 622, HOPE FOR CHILDREN
ACT

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 107–67) on the
resolution (H. Res. 141) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 622) to
amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to expand the adoption credit, and
for our purposes, which was referred to
the House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Ms. NORTON addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. JOHNSON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. JOHNSON addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. SHOWS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. SHOWS addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

ENERGY PRICES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Rhode Island (Mr.
LANGEVIN) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, today I
am pleased to join my colleagues in ad-
dressing the serious issue of rising en-
ergy costs.

Today in Rhode Island, the average
price of one gallon of regular unleaded
gasoline reached $1.77, almost 5 cents
above the national average and a
record high in my State.

Thousands of my constituents depend
on their automobiles to get to their
jobs each day and simply cannot afford
the drastic increase in gas prices that
they are being forced to pay.

Additionally, this problem has a sig-
nificant impact on Rhode Island’s econ-
omy which relies heavily on summer
tourism.

Increased gasoline costs threaten to
discourage people from summer travel,
which would have a disastrous effect on
our communities.

Mr. Speaker, we need a solution to
this problem now. I have contacted the
administration and insisted that any
energy strategy that they develop
must help American consumers by low-
ering gas prices.

b 1915

Both the President and the Vice
President have extensive experience
and contact in the oil industry. I am
certain that, if properly motivated,
they could find a way to lower gasoline
prices and bring relief to Americans
that have been hardest hit by this price
spike.

Our national energy strategy must
also incorporate technologies to im-
prove vehicles’ fuel efficiency stand-
ards in order to reduce our runaway
consumption of oil and gasoline.

For example, by requiring SUVs to
simply meet fuel efficiency standards
of passenger cars would reduce U.S. oil
consumption by 1 million barrels per
day, approximately the daily estimated
oil yield from drilling in the Arctic Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge.

Even though the technology cur-
rently exists to make our Nation’s cars
and SUVs more fuel efficient, Congress
has blocked the establishment of high-
er standards since 1995.

Mr. Speaker, I intend to work with
my colleagues in Congress to increase
fuel efficiency standards, not only to
cut our consumption of oil and gaso-
line, but also to reduce emissions of
carbon dioxide, the greatest contrib-
utor to global warming.

I am optimistic that the United
States will take advantage of our cur-
rent energy debate to develop a for-
ward-thinking plan for the future. We
must establish an energy strategy that
addresses short-term and long-term
problems, is environmentally respon-
sible, and truly benefits the American
consumer as well as the future of this
world.

f

ENERGY CRISIS AND FUEL PRICES

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GRAVES). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2001, the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the minority leader.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, in my
district in New Jersey, the average
price for unleaded gasoline is $1.72 this
month. The Energy Information Ad-
ministration report shows that the av-
erage price in New Jersey was $1.14 at
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this time last year. This is a 50 percent
increase in one year, yet I assure my
colleagues that New Jersey is not see-
ing the worst of the gasoline price in-
creases. Prices in many parts of Cali-
fornia are well over $2, and price fluc-
tuations in the Midwest have been dra-
matic.

But, unfortunately, Mr. Speaker,
when we talk about the energy crisis
and the increase in gasoline prices,
President Bush’s answer has been, and
he delivered this just last Friday, he
said, ‘‘The best way to make sure that
people are able to deal with high en-
ergy prices is to cut taxes, is to give
people more of their own money so
they can meet the bills, so they can
meet the high energy prices.’’

Mr. Speaker, I understand that we
just heard today that tomorrow Presi-
dent Bush’s tax cut bill, the reconcili-
ation bill, is going to come to the floor.
But I assure my colleagues that that is
not the answer to gasoline prices.

He is talking about a tax cut so that
Americans can go out and pay the $2 to
$3 per gallon price of gasoline. But let
us look at this. The President proposes
that Congress act quickly to pass the
tax cut so the Federal Government can
refund American families a modest tax
refund so they can in turn put gasoline
in their vehicle.

Well, he is not proposing a solution.
He is just again displaying a lack of
leadership and his alliance essentially
with the oil and petroleum industry.
What he is proposing with his tax cut
is just another way to assist the indus-
try, his friends.

The interesting thing, Mr. Speaker,
is that, if one looks at the message
that President Bush is delivering today
and one compares it to the one he de-
livered when he was a candidate last
year, in January 2000, when heating oil
prices were soaring in key campaign
States and spot prices were $27 per bar-
rel, then Candidate Bush said, ‘‘What I
think the President ought to do is he
ought to get on the phone to OPEC, the
cartel, and say we expect you to open
your spigots.’’

Well, why is President Bush changing
his position. Even today, Vice Presi-
dent CHENEY was out saying he does
not support increases in OPEC oil pro-
duction. The Secretary Abraham was
quoted a couple weeks ago saying that
he was not going to give into or lower
himself, I think the word was, to talk
to OPEC about oil production because
that would somehow lower his quality,
his status as Energy Secretary.

President Bush has also said he will
not release any oil from the SPR, the
Strategic Petroleum Reserve. Both the
Clinton administration and the first
President Bush, his father, George W.’s
father, successfully released oil from
the SPR, from the reserve, to calm en-
ergy markets.

In fact, President Bush’s decision not
to take action, I think, is essentially
unilateral disarmament in talks with
oil producing countries. We know last
year President Clinton was very effec-

tive, I thought, in using the SPR as a
tool, if you will, to try to bring prices
down.

The other thing that President Bush
has talked about as a long-term solu-
tion, of course, is to build more refin-
ing capacity. But I think he misses the
point because it does not help the con-
sumer today. The interesting thing
about Bush’s policy and CHENEY’s pol-
icy is that they are not talking about
the problem that Americans face
today. We have blackouts. We have oil
prices, gasoline prices rising dramati-
cally. American motorists are spending
too much on gasoline. They want a so-
lution now.

The President talked refineries, but
he did not talk about the effect of re-
finery consolidation. While the number
of refineries has decreased, the refinery
capacity has increased. Part of the
problem that we witness today is this
consolidation, is the size of the refin-
ery has increased. Any problem in the
refinery, like a fire, for example, that
affects production has a greater impact
on supply and price.

I just wanted to mention I have a
number of speakers tonight who are
joining me, my colleagues on the
Democratic side. I do not want to take
up much more time before I start yield-
ing to them, but I did want to talk a
little bit before I finish the introduc-
tion here to our special order that we
have tonight to mention mergers in the
oil industry, because I also think that
that is something that needs to be in-
vestigated and looked at, and it is not
being looked at by this administration.

Recent company mergers include a
$7.49 billion deal in which Tosco re-
cently agreed to be purchased by Phil-
ips Petroleum, and Valero will acquire
Ultramar Diamond Shamrock for $3.91
billion.

In a letter I recently sent along with
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
BARRETT), we requested that the ad-
ministration, specifically the Depart-
ment of Energy and the FTC, the Fed-
eral Trade Commission, carefully re-
view these mergers to assure that they
do not unfairly disadvantage inde-
pendent marketers.

While mergers like BP and Amoco or
Exxon and Mobile may be good for
business, I am concerned about the im-
pact on consumers. Exxon-Mobile this
year reported $5 billion in record prof-
its over the last year. Valero alone had
a 2,272 percent increase in profits from
1999.

There are real solutions, and Demo-
crats have the real solutions. But those
solutions are not found in President
Bush’s energy plan.

Let me just mention a couple of
things that we can do. First, we need to
review the effect that mergers have on
the price of gasoline. Second, I strong-
ly believe that we need to find innova-
tive ways to reduce demand. Conserva-
tion and energy efficiency are vital
components of reducing prices of gaso-
line at the pump, and these ideas must
be part of our Nation’s energy use
strategy.

But, unfortunately, President Bush
does not really think about this. Last
week, he announced that he would
abandon the 2004 goal set to develop a
five-person vehicle that would get 80
miles per gallon. The Federal Govern-
ment has spent $1.4 billion on this ini-
tiative, and last year the National
Academy of Scientists called the pro-
gram an outstanding effort. But now
this program aimed at reducing the fu-
ture demand on gasoline has been put
on hold.

American demand for gasoline is 8.6
million barrels per day. Sport utility
vehicles, pickups and minivans account
for 43 percent of the vehicles on the
road today, up from 30 percent in 1990.
Because of this increase, the current
fuel efficiency in the U.S. has dropped
to its lowest level since 1980.

Today the standard for passenger
cars is 27.5 miles per gallon, and for
light trucks it is 20.4 miles per gallon.
This standard has not changed since
1990. We need to address fuel consump-
tion and create 21st century solutions
to meet our 21st century users.

I know that a number of my col-
leagues have been taking the lead on
this, particularly some of the newer
Members. I know that the energy crisis
has been particularly bad in California.

I yield first to the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. DAVIS), one of my col-
leagues.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I appreciate the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) bringing
this to our attention, and it gives me
an opportunity to speak particularly
about the situation in San Diego.

San Diego families and businesses
have been devastated with soaring en-
ergy prices since last July, and so now
we are faced with rising gasoline
prices. Here, too, San Diego was first
with the most, not the distinction that
we would necessarily like. Prices are
almost always 10 percent higher than
neighboring Los Angeles. With these
prices soaring across the county, San
Diego is still at the head of the parade.

Much attention has been focused on
issues of supply and demand, and these
are important. But there are other
predatory practices that crank up the
price at the pump.

In August of 1998, as chair of the
California Assembly Consumer Protec-
tion Committee, I held hearings on the
causes of high gasoline prices and why
they are so particularly affected in my
community of San Diego. We learned a
lot during these hearings. We learned
about mini-marketing techniques that
control the supply. We learned that
there are practices where companies
sell the same gasoline to different out-
lets at different prices and discrimi-
nate against some communities.

These practices now are being chal-
lenged in the Wholesale Motor Fuel
Fairness and Competition Restoration
Act that is being authored by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. THOMP-
SON), and I am very happy to be a co-
sponsor of that. There are several
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things that this legislation will do, and
I hope that my colleagues will join me
in working with the gentleman from
California (Mr. THOMPSON) on them.

One, they require that petroleum
producers reveal their pricing struc-
ture. It seems like a sensible thing to
do that will be helpful to consumers to
know.

Two, it would make it illegal for
companies to discriminate on price re-
gardless of who is purchasing it.

Third, it will mandate that the Fed-
eral Trade Commission study the rela-
tionships between ownership of gas sta-
tions and the high price of motor fuel.
I think all of these elements of this
legislation are needed and will make it
more difficult for oil companies to
practice what we consider price zoning,
redlining, and discriminatory whole-
sale pricing.

It is only right that consumers know
how rebates, refunds, and discounts to
dealers affect the prices that they pay
at the pump. I think we now have an
opportunity and we now should shine
the spotlight on how gas is priced so we
can then return to competitive pump
prices.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) for
bringing these issues to our attention.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. DAVIS), and mention,
which I am sure some people already
know, that certainly the Democrats
today, our Democratic leadership, an-
nounced an energy policy program
under the auspices of the House Demo-
cratic Caucus, our energy task force.

There are a number of provisions in
there that I think are very good. But
one of them specifically says with re-
gard to price gouging that we would in-
struct the Justice Department to ag-
gressively investigate energy pricing
to assure that illegal price fixing does
not occur and to give thorough anti-
trust reviews to any proposals to fur-
ther consolidate energy companies.

I know that the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. GEPHARDT), our leader, was
out there with the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. DAVIS) in San Diego,
with some of our other colleagues from
California, Southern California. We
have been basically saying that we
have got to look at this problem over-
all. Price gouging and gasoline prices
are an important part of this.

We still do not have the President’s
or the Cheney proposal. That is sup-
posed to come out Thursday. But so far
every indication that we have got from
President Bush and Vice President
CHENEY is that they simply do not
want to do anything about gasoline
prices. It is just not their problem. I
cannot imagine that, with all the prob-
lems that one faces in California with
regard to blackouts and the overall en-
ergy crisis, that anybody is happy to
hear that we are going to not address
gas price problem.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, it is really adding insult to injury,

I think, out in the West. When we have
seen the energy prices going up 900 per-
cent, people want to know where that
is coming from.

I think, when it comes to gasoline
prices as well, I know in the San Diego
community, we have looked to our
neighbors. We do not have to travel
that far. I took trips every Sunday
when I used to visit my dad actually in
Orange County, and we knew where to
fill up because gasoline prices were
about 35 cents less.

b 1930

Now we are seeing high prices
throughout the State, but we still have
some communities that seem to be af-
fected more than others.

Mr. PALLONE. And in New Jersey we
have the phenomenon whereas after
Memorial Day, and I represent the
shore area, everybody is going to be
paying these higher prices when they
have to travel to the shore or to the
beaches. I know some might say that
people do not have to go on a vacation;
but obviously, that is not the answer. I
just cannot believe that the President
and the Vice President simply do not
see this as a problem and think that
somehow a tax cut is going to help
that.

I want to thank the gentlewoman for
being here. I know she has been taking
her leadership in her home State on
this issue. Thanks.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. I thank
the gentleman.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I now
wish to yield time to my colleague
from Arkansas.

Mr. ROSS of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker,
I thank the gentleman for yielding to
me.

Currently, Arkansas residents pay on
average $1.69 per gallon of mid-grade
gasoline. Thousands of my constituents
depend on their cars to get to and from
their jobs or on tractors or equipment
to tend to their farms each and every
day. I live in a very rural district, and
they simply cannot afford the drastic
increase in gas prices that they are
being forced to pay.

With the summer season expected to
be as hot as last year, we will probably
have in Arkansas a drought for the
fourth year in a row, and I anticipate
that we are headed for a repeat of last
year’s overheated oil prices, the high-
est since 1990. In fact, we have already
seen indications that the price is grow-
ing steadily.

A recent national survey shows that
the price of gasoline has skyrocketed
17 cents in the last 4 weeks alone,
bringing the national average to $1.82 a
gallon. These prices are unjustified,
and our response to bring these prices
down must be immediate. I call on the
President and the administration to
tell OPEC to increase their levels of oil
production, which they cut as recently
as March by a million barrels a day. It
is wrong that a handful of foreign
countries can get together and have a
lot to do with dictating the price of

gasoline at the pumps in south Arkan-
sas.

Our reliance on foreign oil has been
steadily increasing. We must con-
centrate on increasing our domestic
energy supplies and strengthening our
energy infrastructure, and we must
guard consumers against potential
price gouging by the big oil companies.

Now, the President, as recent as late
last week, said that we needed a tax
cut to pay for gasoline. Now, Mr. Presi-
dent, I have a problem with my con-
stituents paying $2 or $3 a gallon for
gasoline. Yes, Mr. President, we need a
tax cut. We need a tax cut for working
families to help them make ends meet,
to help them pay for child care and,
yes, to help them send a child to col-
lege. We do not need a tax cut to pay
for gas. We need to bring the prices of
gas back down.

America’s economic prosperity and
national security have come to depend
on the availability of reliable, afford-
able energy. We need a balanced, long-
term energy policy, not one built for
the past, as the administration is put-
ting forth. We need a proactive energy
policy for the future, one that helps
consumers by increasing energy pro-
duction while reducing energy demand;
one that stresses the importance of
conservation, building more energy-ef-
ficient products and developing more
renewable and alternative fuel sources,
the kind that can create new markets
for our struggling farm families in
south Arkansas.

The production, generation, and dis-
tribution aspects must all be done with
greater efficiency. Research and devel-
opment in new energy technologies
that increase conservation in all areas
are imperative. In addition, we need to
expand other energy sources, such as
wind, solar and hydroelectric. Renew-
able energy sources may not be an im-
mediate answer to our energy crisis,
but they are certainly important for
the long term as fossil fuel sources con-
tinue to diminish. These emerging
technologies will need Federal support
if we are to finally achieve energy
independence.

We must look at all available options
to solve this complicated crisis. But
whatever we do, we must guarantee
that drivers in south Arkansas and all
across America will pay less when they
fill up.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague from Arkansas. It is real-
ly almost incredible to think that the
President and the Vice President do
not understand what needs to be done
now to address the problem with the
gasoline prices.

I was just looking at some of the
statements that were made here. This
is from Vice President CHENEY, May 11,
I guess just a week ago, in USA Today.
He said, ‘‘There’s not much we can do
in the short-term.’’ And he goes on to
talk about everything they are going
to come out with, theoretically this
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Thursday, is long term. Then it says
that they apparently have been warn-
ing Republicans on Capitol Hill that
the energy policy to be released will do
little to help with gas prices or Cali-
fornia blackouts this summer.

To me, it is incredible to think that
they are not looking to at least talk to
OPEC and say, look, do something
here. These are countries where I think
we have a lot of clout and the ability
to influence their policy because they
depend on us for so many things. The
same thing with the SPR. I cannot be-
lieve there was so much discussion last
session about the SPR and the ability
to use that as a sort of a hammer to
force prices down and to force more
production of OPEC, and yet so far
they are not willing to do it.

The gentleman obviously has the
same problem leading up to Memorial
Day and the summer in Arkansas that
we have in New Jersey, and I just know
that a few more weeks of these price
increases, and it is already almost the
number one issue on people’s minds,
but I do not know how we are going to
be able to go back from Congress and
say Washington is not doing anything
about it. It is just incredible.

I want to thank the gentleman for
participating and we are obviously
going to be doing a lot more of this.
Thanks.

Next, Mr. Speaker, we have, from my
neighboring State of New York, and I
imagine he has the same phenomenon
with people leaving to go to Long Is-
land for the start of Memorial Day
weekend, the gentleman from New
York.

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for his time and his im-
portant leadership on this very vital
issue.

Mr. Speaker, last week gas prices on
Long Island rose 9 cents per gallon in
the span of a single week, and this year
alone OPEC has cut its production
twice already. I think it is absolutely
outrageous that the same countries
that we defend time after time are
gouging Americans at the pump.

Now, last summer, then Governor
Bush said that when he was President,
if gas prices increased, he would simply
get OPEC on the phone and tell them
to turn on the spigot. Well, Mr. Presi-
dent, it is time to make that call. We
cannot wait any longer. And when
OPEC reconvenes again in June, they
have to know that we will no longer
tolerate this price-fixing cartel behav-
ior that is punishing Americans at the
pump.

At the same time, however, while we
are talking a tough line towards OPEC,
we have to reduce our dependence on
foreign oil. I have been working with
some of my colleagues to draft a Tax
and Energy Cost Relief Act that will
provide working families with tax cred-
its and deductions that will help them
purchase energy-efficient equipment
and technologies. Now, that is going to
reduce taxes, it is going to spur the
economy by encouraging people to go

and purchase new energy-efficient
products, it is going to improve our en-
vironment, and it is going to reduce
our long-term dependence on foreign
oil.

Taking a hard line with OPEC and
expanding tax incentives is the smart
way to reduce the price of gas while
providing relief to working families
and decreasing our dependence on for-
eign oil. It is time for a coherent, effec-
tive, comprehensive policy to get gas
prices down; and I look forward to
working with the gentleman from New
Jersey to reach that goal.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague from New York. I know
we are both in the New York metro-
politan area, so we share the same con-
cerns and we hear the same complaints
from our constituents.

I just wanted to mention, if I could,
that the Democrats’ energy policy
paper was released today, wherein our
leader, the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. GEPHARDT), and the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. FROST), who is the
chairman of the caucus and also the
chairman of the task force that put
this together, talked about two major
tax credits along the lines of what the
gentleman just discussed; and I wanted
to mention them briefly, if I could.

There is this best energy savings tax
credit, which is basically a consumer
tax credit for up to $4,000 provided for
new homes, in other words, a $4,000
credit for purchase of a new home
based on the energy efficiency of the
new home. And then similarly with re-
gard to home improvements, 20 percent
of the cost up to $2,000 based on the
measures taken by the consumer. And
there is a separate one for vehicles that
an individual could get a credit up to
$4,000 based on fuel savings or other
performance standards when they pur-
chase a car or a light truck or SUV
equipped with these new fuel saving
technologies.

And then for businesses, the Demo-
cratic proposal has what they call a
SAVE incentive, structure and vehicle
efficiency tax incentive; and this pro-
vides up to a 30 percent investment tax
credit for business investment in re-
newable energy generation and allows
businesses to take a deduction for in-
creasing energy efficiency.

These are the kinds of conservation
measures linked to new technology
that we need, and I know that is what
the gentleman was talking about. And
I think the great part of what the
Democrats put forward today in our
energy proposal is that it deals with
the high price of gasoline, which is an
immediate concern; it deals with con-
servation; it deals with efforts to use
tax credits and deductions for con-
servation; and, at the same time, it has
measures to increase energy produc-
tion.

So we are looking at this universally,
in a sort of a well-rounded way, where-
as all we get from the Bush-Cheney ad-
ministration is just pump; let us pump
more oil, let us pump more, and that is

going to solve all our problems. But
that is not going to solve our problems,
particularly in the short term.

Mr. ISRAEL. If the gentleman will
yield, about 2 weeks ago, five Federal
laboratories issued a report that said if
we can encourage weatherization and
encourage energy-efficient tech-
nologies and energy-efficient consumer
products, we will not have to build the
1,300 power plants that the administra-
tion is proposing; that we would not
have to drill the Arctic reserve that
the administration is proposing; we
would not have to degrade our environ-
ment. And those are the kinds of tech-
nologies and efficiencies that we ought
to be pursuing.

Now, these were not Democratic Fed-
eral laboratories or Republican Federal
laboratories; they were Federal labora-
tories that have been looking at this,
and we need to heed their advice.

Mr. PALLONE. The amazing thing
that I find is that even my own utili-
ties, during Earth Day myself and my
other Democratic colleagues in the
House did a bus tour around the State,
and one of the places we went, I think
it was in the district of the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. PAYNE), was a
generating facility in Linden, which
was building a new plant that would re-
duce carbon dioxide and other emis-
sions by 30 percent.

Here are these utilities, and this is
the business community, telling us
that they can address carbon dioxide
emissions effectively at the same time
that the Bush administration tells us
they do not want to regulate it. So the
President is just not being realistic
about what can be done. He is sort of
living in the past, in my opinion; and it
is very unfortunate.

I want to thank the gentleman.
Mr. ISRAEL. I thank the gentleman.
Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, next is

my colleague on the Committee on
Commerce who has been involved in
these energy issues for a long time, and
I know that our committee has taken
up some legislation, but so far the Re-
publicans have not really been helping
us very much in terms of addressing
the California situation. I yield to my
colleague from Ohio.

b 1945
Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, I

thank my colleague from New Jersey
(Mr. PALLONE), and I would like to take
a few moments to talk about my dis-
trict in southern Ohio, because as I
have heard my colleagues discuss gas
prices in their districts, I was thinking
gas prices are so much higher in my
poor, rural district.

But first, I would like to say some
things about the President and his jus-
tification for this tax cut, 43 percent of
which will be going to the richest 1 per-
cent of the people in our country. Last
summer during the campaign he said
we needed this large tax cut simply be-
cause we had a huge surplus, and this
surplus, rather than being spent on
government programs, should be re-
turned to the taxpayer. That was the
justification a year or so ago.
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Then just 2 or 3 months ago, he was

justifying this huge tax break, most of
which is going to the very wealthy, by
saying our economy is entering a pe-
riod of slump and perhaps moving into
a recession, so we need a tax break to
generate activity within our economy
and keep us from going into a reces-
sion. Lo and behold a couple of days
ago I was flabbergasted to hear the
President say we need a tax cut so peo-
ple can spend it on gasoline so that my
friends in the oil industry can reap the
benefits of the tax cut, basically. It is
just beyond belief that we would have
such shallow, superficial thinking
going on when the Nation is facing a
very serious problem.

My colleague said he thinks this con-
cern about gas prices may be near the
top of people’s concerns. I can tell my
colleagues after having gone home to
southern Ohio for the last several
weekends, in my district it is the pri-
mary concern. I can go nowhere in my
district without meeting people who
are saying to me, Congressman, what
can you do about these gasoline prices?

I can tell you this weekend the
cheapest gasoline I could find in south-
ern Ohio was nearly $1.86 per gallon.
That was for the cheapest grade, and
the premium was over $2 a gallon.

Mr. Speaker, another thing that
troubles me, these prices fluctuate
overnight. Especially as we move to-
ward the weekend, this happens regu-
larly. As we are moving toward the
weekend on Thursday night or Friday
morning, prices may escalate 10 or 15
cents or more overnight. This happens
weekend after weekend.

Now, the American people are fairly
wise, and they know when they are
being taken advantage of. I believe
that there is a quiet but growing anger
throughout this country. Those of us in
political office who are supposed to be
representatives of the people are going
to pay a heavy price if we do not deal
with this issue. The American people
are being gouged. They are being
charged unfair prices, and they feel
hopeless and helpless; and they are
looking to Washington for some relief.

Mr. Speaker, to have the President
say there is nothing we can do, to have
the Vice President say there is nothing
we can do is not acceptable. We must
do something. I have been trying to
search for solutions. I think we should
even consider the possibility of a wind-
fall profit tax to be levied on these
companies that are gouging the Amer-
ican public.

Last summer in the early summer,
myself and the two Senators from
Ohio, Senator VOINOVICH and Senator
DEWINE, both Republican Senators,
met with the Federal Trade Commis-
sion. We were concerned at that time
with what was happening with esca-
lating gasoline prices, and we asked
them to look into the situation and try
to determine if something illegal was
happening, if collusion was occurring
between the oil companies.

Finally, after several months of look-
ing at this, they came out with a re-

port. The report stated that it was not
possible for them to establish indica-
tions of collusion which would be ille-
gal, but that there was some strong in-
dication that some of these companies
were purposefully withholding supplies
in an effort to drive up prices.

Now, I want to say a word about sup-
ply. I do not like the fact that OPEC
has cut back on supplies. The fact is we
used our national resources, we put our
sons and daughters in danger to pro-
tect Kuwait and to keep that part of
the world relatively free of the threat
of Saddam Hussein. We are supposed to
be friendly with Mexico. It troubles me
that these companies that use our sup-
port and use our protection and use our
resources, when they find themselves
in need would be so terribly insensitive
to the situation facing this country
that they would cut back on supplies.

But it troubles me even more, Mr.
Speaker, that our President is unwill-
ing to expect something out of these
OPEC nations that we as a Nation have
a right to suspect. It troubles me that
he will not urge and insist that they in-
crease their production. Having said
that, I suspect that the problem is not
a supply problem right now in the im-
mediate future, but the problem is a
pricing problem. I do not see any sta-
tions running out of gasoline or lines of
people waiting to get gasoline. We can
buy as much gasoline in southern Ohio
as we are willing to pay for. The prob-
lem is that we are simply being
charged too much.

Mr. Speaker, I believe there will be a
price to pay, regardless of whether or
not we are Democrats or Republicans,
or from what part of the country we
come. If we do not do something to
give relief to the American public, the
American public has every right to
seek retribution against us at the
polls. The American people are patient
and tolerant, and I think they are wise;
but they also get tired, and there is a
line beyond which we must not cross.
We owe them protection.

I urge the President, I urge the lead-
ership of this House to assume the re-
sponsibility that we rightfully have as
representatives of the people and think
of the various ways in which we can
take action to bring some immediate
relief this spring, this summer to the
American people.

I wanted to share those thoughts
with my colleagues, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause I know that the American people
are paying attention to what we are
doing up here, and I think they are also
paying attention to what we are not
doing up here. I urge all of my col-
leagues to address all of these issues.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentleman from Ohio for
what he said. He mentioned two things
that I want to elaborate on. First,
about the Bush administration’s inac-
tion on the price of gasoline.

Mr. Speaker, I often find myself
quoting the Vice President because he
seems to be the one who speaks more
often on this issue, maybe on most

issues, but certainly on this issue.
Reading something from Reuters today
where Vice President Mr. CHENEY said,
‘‘Record high U.S. gasoline prices can-
not be blamed on the global price of
crude.’’ In an interview with Reuters,
Cheney also said, ‘‘Jawboning OPEC to
increase production and reduce the
price of crude would have market con-
sequences.’’ I do not know what he
means by that. He says that if the
United States talked OPEC nations
into increasing production, thus drop-
ping the price of crude, the end result
could be a slowing in investment by oil
companies.

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, the
fact is that the oil companies are re-
cording record profits. The oil compa-
nies are getting the profits which they
ought to be using to invest in new
technologies and in new resources. We
ought not to feel sorry for the oil com-
panies. They are doing very well. But I
tell you who I feel sorry for. I have got
residents in my district who drive one
way 85 or 95 miles to work so that they
can have a job to support their fami-
lies. They do that day in and day out,
and some of them year in and year out.
They are going to the pumps, and they
are paying $1.86 up to $2 per gallon to
put gasoline in their tanks simply so
they can go to work and earn a living.
We have got a responsibility to do
something about that. It just really,
really troubles me.

When someone runs for the Presi-
dency, they assume responsibility. The
President has a responsibility to the
American people to provide leadership
and to protect them from being gouged
by the oil industry. That is his respon-
sibility. If he did not want to accept
that responsibility, he ought not to
have sought the Presidency. There is a
burden that comes with an office. We
share it here in this House, but the
President and the Vice President share
it as well. They have got a responsi-
bility to step up to the plate to say
what is happening is wrong and to take
steps to make sure that the American
people are protected.

Mr. Speaker, I do not think that we
can overestimate the anger of the
American people on this issue, and it is
going to grow as we enter into the
summer months and gasoline goes from
$1.86 to $2 and beyond. That is when we
are going to see the strong feelings of
the American people directed toward
us. That is one of the reasons to act.
The real reason we should act is be-
cause it is the right think to do for our
constituents. But even if we did not
care about the well-being of our con-
stituents, if our only unworthy motive
was our political survival, we ought to
care.

Mr. Speaker, I hope the President
and the Vice President and the leaders
of this House are listening to this de-
bate because the American people are
expecting action.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I to-
tally agree with what the gentleman
said. I was looking at this last state-
ment which I read where the Vice
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President said if the U.S. talked OPEC
nations into increasing production,
thus dropping the price of crude, the
end result could be a slowing in invest-
ment by oil companies. It is almost as
if he is saying that it is a good thing
that the prices are going up because
that gives them more money to invest,
which is incredible.

Mr. STRICKLAND. I think his ac-
tions indicate that he is happy with
the high prices. To say that the answer
to the high prices is just for the Amer-
ican citizen to get a tax break so he
can then take that tax break, use it to
pay these high prices so that the oil
companies will get their profits, that is
very troubling to me.

Mr. PALLONE. I agree. It is incred-
ible to think about the reasoning that
goes behind it.

The second thing which was men-
tioned is the profits that the compa-
nies are getting. There is a chart here
that I have that says that while con-
sumers face spiking energy prices,
many oil, gas and power companies
post record profits. For example,
Exxon-Mobil reaped nearly $18 billion
in profits last year, up more than 120
percent over the previous year.

This has a chart, and I will just give
a few of them. It has Exxon-Mobil prof-
its, increased from 1999 124 percent;
British Petroleum-Amoco increased 54
percent; Chevron increase in profits
over the year, 151 percent; Hess, which
is in New Jersey, increase of 234 per-
cent; Texaco, an increase of 116 per-
cent. It is just incredible to see how
much money they have been making.

Mr. STRICKLAND. Their profits are
enormous. The supplies are there; oth-
erwise we would not be able to go to
the pump and buy the gasoline. I know
of nowhere in this country where there
seems to be a shortage of gasoline at
this time. There is all of the gas that
we want to buy if we are willing and
able to pay for it. How much profit is
enough? How much profit is it going to
take to encourage the oil industry to
innovate and to do those things that
they need to do to bring more supplies
to market?

Mr. Speaker, if I felt that there was
a true shortage of supply, then there
may be some reasonable expectation
that prices would escalate. But what
we have now is apparently a sufficient
supply; but ever-increasing costs and
ever-increasing profits; and we have
got a President and a Vice President
who seems to think that is okay. That
is very troubling.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I do not
want to prolong what we say nec-
essarily, but I want to mention again
that the Democrats came out today
with an energy policy and principles.
Obviously, we did this a couple of days
before we hear the final report that is
going to come out from the Vice Presi-
dent which will express the President’s
position. I am very proud of what we
did today because it basically addresses
each of the issues that I think that the
public is concerned about, both short
term and long term.

If I can just review it and then we
can finish our Special Order. First of
all, it specifically deals with the prob-
lem of prices going up now, first of all,
by asking that the President put pres-
sure on OPEC to increase production
and lower prices and to use the SPR,
the strategic petroleum reserve, and to
investigate the price gouging by the
biggest companies.

b 2000
Then it has with regard to energy ef-

ficiency, what I mentioned, these best
tax credits for both consumers and
businesses to improve energy effi-
ciency, to use renewables; and then we
also have emergency funding to help
low- and fixed-income families meet
the rising cost of home heating and
cooling bills, basically supplemental to
the LIHEAP program which helps peo-
ple with their energy bills. We have the
price caps imposed on wholesale elec-
tricity prices in the West, which I
think is necessary. That is something
that we are going to be addressing in
our committee next week when we get
the energy bill that comes up. We also
have strong provisions to protect the
environment. We are saying that you
can increase production, but you have
to do it in a way that protects the en-
vironment.

One of the things I would note is that
during the 8 years of the Clinton ad-
ministration, there actually was a sig-
nificant increase in production; but
they were not drilling in ANWR and
other sensitive areas. What we are real-
ly doing, I think, is investing in the fu-
ture. We are trying to come up with
ways to encourage conservation, do
things more efficiently, increase pro-
duction but at the same time address
this real problem that exists now both
with the energy crisis where you have
blackouts, electricity blackouts, as
well as with the high price of gasoline.
All those things have to be looked at as
the gentleman pointed out. I want to
thank him, and I want to thank the
rest of my colleagues for joining me
this evening.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GRAVES). The Chair reminds all Mem-
bers that remarks in debate should be
addressed to the Chair and not to oth-
ers outside the Chamber.

f

RECESS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 8 o’clock and 1 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.

f

b 2340

AFTER RECESS
The recess having expired, the House

was called to order by the Speaker pro

tempore (Mr. SESSIONS) at 11 o’clock
and 40 minutes p.m.

f

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 1836, ECONOMIC GROWTH
AND TAX RELIEF RECONCILI-
ATION ACT OF 2001

Mr. REYNOLDS, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 107–68) on the
resolution (H. Res. 142) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1836) to
provide for reconciliation pursuant to
section 104 of the concurrent resolution
on the budget for fiscal year 2002,
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

f

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. HALL of Ohio (at the request of
Mr. GEPHARDT) for today on account of
a family emergency.

Ms. SLAUGHTER (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today on account of per-
sonal business.

f

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. MCNULTY) to revise and
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:)

Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today.
Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. SHOWS, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. COX) to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material:)

Mr. ENGLISH, for 5 minutes, May 16.
Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today.
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes,

May 16 and 17.
Mr. WELDON of Florida, for 5 minutes,

May 17.
(The following Member (at his own

request) to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:)

Mr. LANGEVIN, for 5 minutes, today.

f

SENATE BILL REFERRED

A bill of the Senate of the following
title was taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 166. An act to limit access to body
armor by violent felons and to facilitate the
donation of Federal surplus body armor to
State and local law enforcement agencies; to
the Committee on the Judiciary; in addition
to the Committee on Government Reform for
a period to be subsequently determined by
the Speaker, in each case for consideration
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.
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ADJOURNMENT

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 41 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, May 16, 2001, at 10
a.m.

f

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1915. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator, Environmental Protection
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final
rule—Sucroglycerides; Exemption from the
Requirement of a Tolerance [OPP–301119;
FRL–6778–9] (RIN: 2070–AB78) received May 2,
2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Agriculture.

1916. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
Division of General and International Law,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Audit Appeals;
Policy and Procedure [Docket No. MARAD–
2000–8284] (RIN: 2133–AB42) received May 3,
2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Armed Services.

1917. A letter from the Federal Register Li-
aison Officer Alternate, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Conversion from Stock Form De-
pository Institution to Federal Stock Asso-
ciation [No. 2001–34] (RIN: 1550–AB46) re-
ceived May 3, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

1918. A letter from the Deputy Secretary,
Division of Market Regulation, Securities
and Exchange Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s final rule—Commission Guid-
ance to Broker-Dealers on the Use of Elec-
tronic Storage Media under the Electronic
Signatures in Global and National Com-
merce Act of 2000 with Respect to Rule 17a-
4(f) [Release No. 34–44238] received May 2,
2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Financial Services.

1919. A letter from the Deputy Secretary,
Securities and Exchange Commission, trans-
mitting the Commission’s final rule—Rec-
ordkeeping Requirements for Transfer
Agents [Release No. 34–44227; File No. S7–17–
99] (RIN: 3235–AH74) received May 2, 2001,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

1920. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator, Environmental Protection
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final
rule—Clean Air Act Approval and Promulga-
tion of the Redesignation of Shelby County,
Tennessee, to Attainment for Lead [TN 240–
1–200103a; FRL–6974–6] received May 1, 2001,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

1921. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator, Environmental Protection
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final
rule—Approval and Promulgation of Imple-
mentation Plans; Texas; Ozone; Beaumont/
Port Arthur Ozone Nonattainment Area
[FRL–6976–1] received May 3, 2001, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

1922. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator, Environmental Protection
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final
rule—Hazardous Waste Identification Rule:
Revisions to the Mixture and Derived from
Rules [FRL–6975–2] (RIN: 2050–AE07) received
May 2, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

1923. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator, Environmental Protection
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final
rule—Storage, Treatment, Transportation,
and Disposal of Mixed Waste [FRL–6975–1]
(RIN: 2050–AE45) received May 2, 2001, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

1924. A letter from the Deputy Director, In-
stitute of Museum and Library Services,
transmitting the FY 2000 Annual Program
Performance Report; to the Committee on
Government Reform.

1925. A letter from the Inspector General,
International Trade Commission, transmit-
ting the Semiannual report of the Inspector
General of the International Trade Commis-
sion for the period of October 1, 2000, through
March 31, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app.
(Insp. Gen. Act) section 5(b); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.

1926. A letter from the Acting Chairman,
Securities and Exchange Commission, trans-
mitting the Commission’s Government Per-
formance and Results Act Annual Perform-
ance Plan for FY 2002 and the Annual Per-
formance Report for FY 2000; to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.

1927. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Surface Mining, Department of the In-
terior, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Missouri Regulatory Program and
Abandoned Mine Land Reclamation Plan
[SPATS No. MO–033–FOR] received May 4,
2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Resources.

1928. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Surface Mining, Department of the In-
terior, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Oklahoma Regulatory Program
[SPATS No. OK–025–FOR] received May 4,
2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Resources.

1929. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Administrator for Fisheries, NMFS, National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—American Lobster; Interstate Fishery
Management Plans; Cancellation of Morato-
rium [Docket No. 010125024–1089–02; I.D.
121500D] (RIN: 0648–AO88) received May 4,
2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Resources.

1930. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic
Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Vessels
Catching Pacific Cod for Processing by the
Offshore Component in the Western Regu-
latory Area of the Gulf of Alaska [Docket No
010112013–1013–01; I.D. 042501D] received May
2, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Resources.

1931. A letter from the Program Analyst,
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Emer-
gency Medical Equipment [Docket No. FAA–
2000–7119; Amendment No. 121–280 and 135–78]
(RIN: 2120–AG89) received May 3, 2001, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

1932. A letter from the Program Analyst,
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Emer-
gency Exits [Docket No. 28154; Amendment
No. 121–283] received May 3, 2001, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1933. A letter from the Attorney, Research
and Special Programs Administration, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Hazardous Ma-
terials: Temporary Reduction of Registra-
tion Fees [Docket No. RSPA–00–8439 (HM–
208D)] (RIN: 2137–AD53) received May 1, 2001,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-

mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

f

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. THOMAS: Committee on Ways and
Means. H.R. 622. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to expand the adoption
credit, and for other purposes; with an
amendment (Rept. 107–64). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union.

Mr. THOMAS: Committee on Ways and
Means. H.R. 1727. A bill to amend the Tax-
payer Relief Act of 1997 to provide for con-
sistent treatment of survivor benefits for
public safety officers killed in the line of
duty; with an amendment (Rept. 107–65). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union.

Mr. THOMAS: Committee on Ways and
Means. H.R. 586. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide that the ex-
clusion from gross income for foster care
payments shall also apply to payments by
qualified placement agencies, and for other
purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 107–66).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 141. Resolution providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 622) to
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to
expand the adoption credit, and for other
purposes (Rept. 107–67). Referred to the
House Calendar.

Mr. REYNOLDS: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 142. Resolution providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 1836) to
provide for reconciliation pursuant to sec-
tion 104 of the concurrent resolution on the
budget for fiscal year 2002 (Rept. 107–68). Re-
ferred to the House Calendar.

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII the
Committee on the Judiciary discharged
from further consideration. H.R. 1 re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union and
ordered to be printed.

f

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced
and severally referred, as follows:

By Mr. LARSON of Connecticut (for
himself, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. CAPUANO,
Mr. FILNER, Ms. LEE, Mr. HONDA, and
Mr. WYNN):

H.R. 1829. A bill to amend the Individuals
with Disabilities Education Act to provide
full funding for assistance for education of
all children with disabilities; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. LARSON of Connecticut (for
himself and Mr. WELDON of Pennsyl-
vania):

H.R. 1830. A bill to ensure the energy self-
sufficiency of the United States by 2011, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce, and in addition to the
Committees on Science, and Government Re-
form, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. GILLMOR (for himself, Mr.
PALLONE, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. DEFAZIO,
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Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. DINGELL, Mr.
YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr.
TAUZIN, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. OTTER, Mr.
PASCRELL, Mr. EHRLICH, Mr. TOWNS,
Mr. THUNE, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr.
GREENWOOD, Mr. GORDON, Mr.
LOBIONDO, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. LARGENT,
Mr. DEUTSCH, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr.
BARCIA, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. SAWYER,
Mr. PETRI, Mr. SANDLIN, Mrs. BONO,
Mr. JOHN, Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr. FILNER,
Mr. WALDEN of Oregon, Mr. DOYLE,
Mr. COOKSEY, Mr. MASCARA, Mrs.
WILSON, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. BAKER, Mr.
RAHALL, Mr. BASS, Mr. STRICKLAND,
Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois, Mr. BERRY,
Mr. BLUNT, Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Mr.
GILCHREST, Mr. BARRETT, Mr. BUYER,
Mr. HORN, Mr. EVANS, Mr. SIMMONS,
Mr. KIND, Mr. EHLERS, Mr. SPRATT,
Mr. SHERWOOD, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr.
BACHUS, Mr. SHOWS, Mr. SWEENEY,
Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California,
Mr. REYNOLDS, Mr. CRAMER, and Mr.
MCHUGH):

H.R. 1831. A bill to provide certain relief
for small businesses from liability under the
Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
and in addition to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, for a period to
be subsequently determined by the Speaker,
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. TOWNS (for himself, Mr. SHAD-
EGG, Mr. WYNN, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr.
HALL of Texas, Mr. DEMINT, Mr. CLY-
BURN, Mr. HASTINGS of Washington,
Mr. SPRATT, Mr. NETHERCUTT, Ms.
DUNN, Mr. RADANOVICH, Mr. BURR of
North Carolina, and Mr. BROWN of
South Carolina):

H.R. 1832. A bill to improve the Federal li-
censing process for hydroelectric projects; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan:
H.R. 1833. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to suspend all motor fuel
taxes for six months; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan (for him-
self, Mr. PUTNAM, Mr. PETRI, Mr.
BARTLETT of Maryland, and Mr.
ENGLISH):

H.R. 1834. A bill to require the Department
of Energy to study potential regulatory im-
provements that may help alleviate high fuel
prices; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

By Mr. WELLER (for himself, Mr.
LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. MATSUI, Mr.
COLLINS, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. TOM
DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr.
MORAN of Virginia, Mr. MEEKS of New
York, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Mrs.
TAUSCHER, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. BOU-
CHER, Ms. MCKINNEY, Mr. GIBBONS,
Mr. LANTOS, Mr. BERMAN, Mr. QUINN,
Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Mr. STRICK-
LAND, and Mr. TURNER):

H.R. 1835. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross in-
come computers and Internet access pro-
vided by an employer for the personal use of
employees; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. THOMAS:
H.R. 1836. A bill to provide for reconcili-

ation pursuant to section 104 of the concur-
rent resolution on the budget for fiscal year
2002; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. ACKERMAN:
H.R. 1837. A bill to amend title 23, United

States Code, to direct the Secretary of
Transportation to withhold highways funds
from any State that permits an individual to

use a hand-held mobile telephone while oper-
ating a motor vehicle; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. BRADY of Texas:
H.R. 1838. A bill to amend the Tariff Act of

1930 to modify the provisions relating to
drawback claims, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CAMP (for himself and Mrs.
THURMAN):

H.R. 1839. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide adequate cov-
erage for immunosuppressive drugs furnished
to beneficiaries under the Medicare Program
that have received an organ transplant, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Energy and Commerce, and Edu-
cation and the Workforce, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia (for
himself, Mr. DELAY, Mr. SMITH of
New Jersey, Mr. ROHRABACHER, and
Ms. SANCHEZ):

H.R. 1840. A bill to extend eligibility for
refugee status of unmarried sons and daugh-
ters of certain Vietnamese refugees; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. FILNER (for himself, Mr. HALL
of Ohio, Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. KIND,
Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr.
TAYLOR of Mississippi, Mr. PRICE of
North Carolina, Mr. FARR of Cali-
fornia, Mr. GORDON, Mr. MCGOVERN,
Mr. MCHUGH, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of
California, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. BONIOR,
Mr. SAXTON, Mr. RUSH, Ms. RIVERS,
Mr. TOWNS, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. LANTOS,
Mr. FROST, Mr. LEVIN, Ms. JACKSON-
LEE of Texas, Mr. FRANK, Mr. GIL-
MAN, Mrs. CLAYTON, Mr. REYES, Mr.
HOLDEN, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr.
CONYERS, and Mr. DAVIS of Illinois):

H.R. 1841. A bill to amend the definition of
a law enforcement officer under subchapter
III of chapter 83 and chapter 84 of title 5,
United States Code, respectively, to ensure
the inclusion of certain positions; to the
Committee on Government Reform.

By Mr. FRANK (for himself and Mr.
MCGOVERN):

H.R. 1842. A bill to reinstate the authority
of the Federal Communications Commission
and local franchising authorities to regulate
the rates for cable television service; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. GRAVES:
H.R. 1843. A bill to amend the Elementary

and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to pro-
vide grants to local educational agencies for
teacher recruitment, retention, and training,
and to amend the Higher Education Act of
1965 to expand the program of loan forgive-
ness for teachers; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

By Mr. GRAVES:
H.R. 1844. A bill to amend the Elementary

and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to pro-
vide teachers, principals, and other school
professionals the tools they need to under-
take reasonable actions to maintain order,
discipline, and an appropriate educational
environment; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

By Mr. GREEN of Texas:
H.R. 1845. A bill to provide that no more

than 50 percent of funding made available
under the Low-Income Home Energy Assist-
ance Act of 1981 for any fiscal year be pro-
vided for home heating purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Education and
the Workforce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as

fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. GRUCCI:
H.R. 1846. A bill to amend section 254 of the

Communications Act of 1934 to require
schools and libraries receiving universal
service assistance to block access to Internet
services that enable users to access the
World Wide Web and transfer electronic mail
in an anonymous manner; to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. GRUCCI:
H.R. 1847. A bill to require the Attorney

General to identify organizations that re-
cruit juveniles to participate in violent and
illegal activities related to the environment
or to animal rights; and to amend the Juve-
nile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act
of 1974 to provide assistance to States to
carry out activities to prevent the participa-
tion of juveniles in such activities; to the
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition
to the Committee on Education and the
Workforce, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut (for
herself, Mr. MATSUI, and Mr. SES-
SIONS):

H.R. 1848. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to more accurately codify
the depreciable life of semiconductor manu-
facturing equipment; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mrs. MALONEY of New York:
H.R. 1849. A bill to amend the Child Nutri-

tion Act of 1966 to provide vouchers for the
purchase of educational books for infants
and children participating in the special sup-
plemental nutrition program for women, in-
fants, and children under that Act; to the
Committee on Education and the Workforce.

By Mrs. ROUKEMA (for herself and Mr.
FRANK):

H.R. 1850. A bill to extend the Commission
on Affordable Housing and Health Facility
Needs for Seniors in the 21st Century and to
make technical corrections to the law gov-
erning the Commission; to the Committee on
Financial Services.

By Mrs. TAUSCHER (for herself, Mr.
ETHERIDGE, Mr. CONDIT, Ms. VELAZ-
QUEZ, Mr. FROST, Mr. UNDERWOOD,
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. FILNER, and Mrs.
THURMAN):

H.R. 1851. A bill to establish State infra-
structure banks for education; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi:
H.R. 1852. A bill to amend the Natural Gas

Act to limit the extent to which natural gas
prices charged to end users may be in-
creased; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

By Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi:
H.R. 1853. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to extend enterprise com-
munities for the same period as empower-
ment zones; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. TIAHRT (for himself, Mr.
PITTS, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr.
SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. STEARNS,
Mr. GUTKNECHT, Mr. RYUN of Kansas,
Mr. BARR of Georgia, Mr. ENGLISH,
Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. JONES of North
Carolina, Mr. WELDON of Florida, Mr.
TANCREDO, Mr. GRAHAM, and Mr.
LEWIS of Kentucky):

H.R. 1854. A bill to amend the General Edu-
cation Act to allow parents access to certain
information about their children; to the
Committee on Education and the Workforce.

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ:
H.R. 1855. A bill to amend the Elementary

and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to au-
thorize a grant program to enhance parental
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involvement in elementary and secondary
schools; to the Committee on Education and
the Workforce.

By Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma:
H.R. 1856. A bill to provide relief from Fed-

eral tax liability arising from the settlement
of claims brought by African American farm-
ers against the Department of Agriculture
for discrimination in farm credit and benefit
programs and to exclude amounts received
under such settlement from means-based de-
terminations under programs funded in
whole or in part with Federal funds; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HUNTER (for himself and Mr.
BASS):

H.J. Res. 48. A joint resolution authorizing
the President to issue to the late Colonel
William Mitchell, United States Army, a
posthumous commission in the grade of brig-
adier general; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

By Mr. FLAKE (for himself, Mr. GIL-
MAN, Mr. CANTOR, and Mr. WEXLER):

H. Con. Res. 133. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress relating to re-
marks by the President of Syria concerning
Israel; to the Committee on International
Relations.

By Mr. LATOURETTE:
H. Con. Res. 134. Concurrent resolution au-

thorizing the use of the Capitol Grounds for
the National Book Festival; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

By Mr. SCHAFFER (for himself, Mr.
DEUTSCH, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland,
Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr.
KING, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. SOUDER, Mr.
WATKINS, Mr. FRANK, Mr. ROYCE, Mr.
SMITH of Michigan, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr.
HEFLEY, Mr. SCHROCK, Mr. RYUN of
Kansas, Mr. RILEY, Mr. ACKERMAN,
Mr. BARR of Georgia, Mr. CHABOT,
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Ms. CARSON of
Indiana, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. CARSON of
Oklahoma, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. MCNUL-
TY, Mr. NADLER, Mr. BROWN of Ohio,
Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr.
HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. PENCE, Mr.
BERMAN, Mr. TOOMEY, Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. ISSA, and Mr.
HOEFFEL):

H. Con. Res. 135. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress welcoming
President Chen Shui-bian of Taiwan to the
United States; to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

f

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XII,
The SPEAKER presented a memorial of

the Legislature of the State of Maine, rel-
ative to the Joint Resolution memorializing
the United States Congress to Abandon
Plans to Conduct a Feasibility Study Con-
cerning the Establishment of a National
Park in Maine’s North Woods; to the Com-
mittee on Resources.

f

PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XII,
Mr. GUTIERREZ introduced a bill (H.R.

1857) for the relief of Ana Esparza and Maria
Munoz; which was referred to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

f

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 7: Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky, Mr. LEACH,
and Mr. ENGLISH.

H.R. 25: Mr. FOSSELLA.
H.R. 68: Mr. SIMPSON.
H.R. 105: Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin.
H.R. 144: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois.
H.R. 157: Mr. OWENS and Mr. RAHALL.
H.R. 168: Mr. CALVERT and Mrs. THURMAN.
H.R. 169: Mr. BERMAN and Mr. DAVIS of Illi-

nois.
H.R. 179: Mr. COMBEST.
H.R. 210: Mr. RAHALL.
H.R. 214: Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia.
H.R. 219: Mr. SHERMAN.
H.R. 236: Mr. RODRIGUEZ and Mr. HONDA.
H.R. 267: Mr. OSBORNE.
H.R. 270: Mr. OLVER.
H.R. 274: Mr. WYNN, Mr. FROST, Ms. JACK-

SON-LEE of Texas, and Mr. LANGEVIN.
H.R. 280: Mr. GRAHAM.
H.R. 282: Mr. SHIMKUS.
H.R. 287: Ms. DELAURO.
H.R. 303: Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. GRAHAM,

and Mr. SKELTON.
H.R. 336: Mr. RODRIGUEZ.
H.R. 419: Mr. MURTHA.
H.R. 436: Mr. STUPAK, Mr. KUCINICH, and

Mrs. NAPOLITANO.
H.R. 437: Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky.
H.R. 439: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois and Mr.

HASTINGS of Florida.
H.R. 442: Mr. CLAY and Mr. STUPAK.
H.R. 448: Mr. BOEHLERT.
H.R. 457: Mr. HONDA.
H.R. 482: Mr. WAMP.
H.R. 500: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida.
H.R. 510: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota and

Mr. SAXTON.
H.R. 527: Mr. CLAY and Mr. PORTMAN.
H.R. 531: Mr. OWENS.
H.R. 586: Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky and Mr.

BROWN of South Carolina.
H.R. 590: Mr. FRANK and Mrs. MORELLA.
H.R. 598: Mrs. KELLY, Mr. OTTER, Mrs.

TAUSCHER, Mr. PHELPS, Mr. SWEENEY, Mr.
DREIER, Mr. BLAGOJEVICH, Mr. HAYWORTH,
Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. TERRY, and Mr.
KIRK.

H.R. 602: Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. LATOURETTE,
Mrs. NORTHUP, Mr. GILLMOR, Mr. KIRK, Mr.
LARSEN of Washington, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr.
TAYLOR of Mississippi, Mr. POMEROY, and
Mrs. DAVIS of California.

H.R. 606: Ms. WATERS.
H.R. 609: Mr. SAXTON.
H.R. 626: Mr. CHAMBLISS and Mr. GILMAN.
H.R. 627: Mr. LATHAM, Mr. HOBSON, and Mr.

CHAMBLISS.
H.R. 638: Mr. BALDACCI.
H.R. 664: Mr. TOOMEY, Mr. PETERSON of

Pennsylvania, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr.
MOAKLEY, and Mr. PHELPS.

H.R. 665: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida.
H.R. 668: Mr. GRUCCI, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia,

Mr. LUCAS of Oklahoma, Mrs. EMERSON, and
Mr. ROGERS of Michigan.

H.R. 678: Mrs. NAPOLITANO.
H.R. 686: Mr. FRANK, Mr. TURNER, Mr. GON-

ZALEZ, Ms. WATERS, Ms. NORTON, and Mr.
DOYLE.

H.R. 691: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan.
H.R. 693: Mr. LANGEVIN.
H.R. 701: Ms. WOOLSEY, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE

JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. BARR of Georgia, Mrs.
MINK of Hawaii, Mr. POMEROY, Mr. NORWOOD,
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Ms. SOLIS, and
Mr. KIRK.

H.R. 702: Mr. MCKINNEY.
H.R. 716: Mr. DICKS.
H.R. 730: Mr. BROWN of Ohio.
H.R. 737: Ms. ESHOO and Mr. ROYCE.
H.R. 742: Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. DEFAZIO, and

Mr. MEEKS of New York.
H.R. 744: Mr. RAMSTAD.
H.R. 796: Ms. VELAZQUEZ.
H.R. 797: Ms. VELAZQUEZ.
H.R. 798: Ms. VELAZQUEZ.
H.R. 804: Mr. OTTER, Mr. BOEHNER, Mr.

PAUL, and Mr. SCHROCK.

H.R. 826: Mr. BLUNT and Mr. TIBERI.
H.R. 827: Mr. VISCLOSKY.
H.R. 844: Mr. ANDREWS and Mr. PASCRELL.
H.R. 854: Mr. SAWYER, Ms. DELAURO, and

Mr. MATSUI.
H.R. 876: Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. KENNEDY of

Minnesota, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. BONIOR, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, Mr. BALDACCI, Mr. LEVIN, Mr.
MCDERMOTT, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. SCARBOROUGH,
Mr. LEACH, and Mr. KUCINICH.

H.R. 896: Mrs. CUBIN.
H.R. 914: Mr. NETHERCUTT, Mr. BRADY of

Texas, Mr. WYNN, Mr. ISSA, Mr. BALLENGER,
and Mr. BOEHNER.

H.R. 917: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida.
H.R. 931: Mr. TERRY, Mr. RANGEL, Mrs.

NORTHUP, Mr. HINCHEY, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of
Texas, Mr. THORNBERRY, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. BOSWELL, and Mr.
AKIN.

H.R. 953: Mr. KUCINICH.
H.R. 954: Mr. BARRETT and Ms. KAPTUR.
H.R. 969: Mr. GRAHAM.
H.R. 976: Mr. HONDA.
H.R. 978: Mr. RYUN of Kansas and Ms.

HART.
H.R. 985: Mr. STUPAK.
H.R. 986: Mr. TRAFICANT.
H.R. 1007: Mr. SANDLIN and Mr.

CUNNINGHAM.
H.R. 1017: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas.
H.R. 1025: Mr. SKEEN and Ms. EDDIE BER-

NICE JOHNSON of Texas.
H.R. 1035: Ms. CARSON of Indiana, Mrs.

CLAYTON, and Ms. NORTON.
H.R. 1073: Mrs. CLAYTON, Mr. SMITH of

Washington, Mrs. MINK of Hawaii, and Mr.
PHELPS.

H.R. 1110: Mr. STENHOLM.
H.R. 1127: Mr. PAUL.
H.R. 1129: Ms. HARMAN.
H.R. 1140: Mr. SOUDER, Mr. SPENCE, Mr.

BRADY of Texas, Mr. MCCRERY, and Mr. BAR-
RETT.

H.R. 1145: Mr. GREENWOOD and Ms. MCKIN-
NEY.

H.R. 1153: Mrs. MINK of Hawaii.
H.R. 1158: Mr. RYUN of Kansas.
H.R. 1170: Mr. DEFAZIO and Mr. PASCRELL.
H.R. 1184: Mr. ROTHMAN and Mr. WAMP.
H.R. 1192: Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania,

Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. SKEEN, Mr. STUPAK, Mr.
BOUCHER, and Mr. PRICE of North Carolina.

H.R. 1233: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, and Mr.
HASTINGS of Florida.

H.R. 1262: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. MEEKS of
New York, Ms. NORTON, Mr. PETERSON of
Minnesota, and Mr. HINOJOSA.

H.R. 1266: Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. KNOLLENBERG,
and Mr. MATHESON.

H.R. 1272: Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut and
Mr. ENGLISH.

H.R. 1273: Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. PENCE, and
Mr. SKEEN.

H.R. 1305: Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. HOYER, Mr.
SKEEN, and Mr. BOSWELL.

H.R. 1320: Mr. FRANK, Mr. KUCINICH, and
Mr. KILDEE.

H.R. 1351: Ms. WATERS.
H.R. 1353: Mr. UPTON, Mr. BALDACCI, Mr.

LAFALCE, Mr. WICKER, Mr. GOODE, Mr. PE-
TERSON of Minnestoa, and Mr. GREEN of Wis-
consin.

H.R. 1354: Ms. NORTON, Mr. JENKINS, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, and Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia.

H.R. 1358: Mr. ISRAEL.
H.R. 1360: Ms. DEGETTE and Mr. LOBIONDO.
H.R. 1367: Mr. LANTOS.
H.R. 1372: Mr. WELDON of Florida.
H.R. 1377: Mr. RYUN of Kansas, Mr. LEWIS

of Kentucky, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. BARTON of
Texas, Mr. BARR of Georgia, Mr. SKEEN, Mr.
DOOLITTLE, and Mr. COSTELLO.

H.R. 1398: Mr. MEEKS of New York.
H.R. 1413: Mr. LARSEN of Washington and

Mr. PHELPS.
H.R. 1433: Mr. FILNER and Ms. KAPTUR.
H.R. 1434: Mr. MCHUGH and Mr. MCNULTY.
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H.R. 1450: Mr. PUTNAM.
H.R. 1455: Mr. DOOLITTLE and Mr. NEY.
H.R. 1458: Mr. LANGEVIN.
H.R. 1468: Mr. LANGEVIN.
H.R. 1470: Mr. SANDERS.
H.R. 1471: Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD.
H.R. 1476: Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, Mr.

BOUCHER, and Mr. SIMMONS.
H.R. 1477: Mr. OTTER, Mr. SANDLIN, and Ms.

KILPATRICK.
H.R. 1483: Mr. PAUL, Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr.

POMEROY, Mr. MCINNIS, Mr. HULSHOF, Mr.
HUTCHINSON, Mr. HONDA, and Mr. DOOLEY of
California.

H.R. 1492: Mr. COYNE.
H.R. 1523: Mr. HEFLEY, Mr. RYUN of Kansas,

and Mr. OSBORNE.
H.R. 1542: Mr. RILEY, Mr. REYES, Mr.

BERRY, Mr. SHOWS, and Ms. BROWN of Flor-
ida.

H.R. 1545: Mr. DEAL of Georgia.
H.R. 1553: Mr. SCHIFF, Mrs. CAPPS, and Mr.

ACKERMAN.
H.R. 1556: Mr. MEEKS of New York, Ms.

DELAURO, Mr. COYNE, Mr. KING, Mr. THOMP-
SON of Mississippi, Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr. CROW-
LEY, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Mr. MALONEY of
Connecticut, and Mr. QUINN.

H.R. 1575: Mr. BARR of Georgia, Mr. SMITH
of Michigan, Mr. PAUL, Ms. HART, and Mr.
JOHNSON of Illinois.

H.R. 1577: Mr. NORWOOD, Mr. DEAL of Geor-
gia, Ms SANCHEZ, Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. BART-
LETT of Maryland, Mr. TOOMEY, Ms. GRANG-
ER, Mr. GILLMOR, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. CAL-
LAHAN, Mr. MALONEY of Connecticut, Mr.
HOSTETTLER, Mr. COYNE, Mrs. MYRICK, Mr.
HEFLEY, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. SMITH of
New Jersey, Mr. BORSKI, Mr. KNOLLENBERG,
Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mr. FILNER, Mr.
UPTON, Mr. HILL, Mr. BALDACCI, Mr. MCIN-
TYRE, Mr. STUMP, Mr. FROST, Mr. KIRK, Mr.
MANZULLO, Mr. OLVER, and Ms. MCKINNEY.

H.R. 1581: Mr. VITTER, Mr. CRAMER, and Mr.
BOEHNER.

H.R. 1586: Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts and
Mr. GONZALEZ.

H.R. 1597: Ms. MCKINNEY.
H.R. 1609: Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. UDALL of New

Mexico, Ms. DELAURO, and Mr. SANDLIN.
H.R. 1624: Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr.

WU, Mr. RILEY, Mr. POMEROY, Ms. HOOLEY of
Oregon, Mr. PHELPS, Ms. BALDWIN, and Mr.
SHOWS.

H.R. 1644: Mr. HOSTETTLER, Mr. GRAHAM,
and Mr. SKELTON.

H.R. 1645: Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. HALL of Ohio,
Mr. PICKERING, Mr. GEKAS, Mr. CRAMER, Mr.
MCNULTY, Mrs. MINK of Hawaii, Mr.
HINOJOSA, Mr. EVANS, Mr. SCHAFFER, and Mr.
GREENWOOD.

H.R. 1649: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia.

H.R. 1650: Ms. BROWN of Florida, Ms.
DELAURO, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. LATOURETTE,
Mr. KUCINICH, and Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Is-
land.

H.R. 1651: Mr. ENGLISH.
H.R. 1657: Mr. CARDIN.
H.R. 1671: Mr. CROWLEY, Ms. LEE, Mr.

KUCINICH, Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr. FROST, and
Ms. RIVERS.

H.R. 1677: Mr. SCHAFFER and Mr. TOWNS.
H.R. 1683: Ms. LEE, Ms. HART, Ms. MCCOL-

LUM, and Mr. CROWLEY.
H.R. 1687: Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut.
H.R. 1696: Mr. HAYWORTH, Mr. SIMPSON, Ms.

CARSON of Indiana, Mr. BAKER, Mr. SAXTON,
and Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia.

H.R. 1711: Mr. FOLEY.
H.R. 1713: Mrs. CLAYTON, Mr. BERMAN, Mr.

FROST, Ms. DELAURO, Mrs. MINK of Hawaii,
and Mr. MORAN of Virginia.

H.R. 1716: Mr. REHBERG, Ms. SOLIS, and Mr.
UDALL of New Mexico.

H.R. 1746: Mr. HAYWORTH, Mr. KING, Mrs.
JONES of Ohio, Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Ms.
MCKINNEY, Mr. VITTER, Mr. STUMP, and Mr.
ENGLISH.

H.R. 1781: Mr. OLVER, Mrs. MORELLA, Mr.
CROWLEY, and Ms. WOOLSEY.

H.R. 1784: Mr. BONIOR, Ms. PELOSI, Mr.
JACKSON of Illinois, Ms. MCCOLLUM, and Mr.
MCINTYRE.

H.R. 1786: Mr. SIMPSON and Mr. RILEY.
H.R. 1798: Mrs. ROUKEMA.
H.R. 1809: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. REYES, and

Mr. MCINTYRE.
H.R. 1819: Mr. PAYNE and Mrs. JONES of

Ohio.
H.J. Res. 12: Mr. KERNS.
H.J. Res. 36: Mr. HANSEN, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr.

CRANE, and Mr. CLEMENT.
H.J. Res. 38: Mr. GOODLATTE.
H. Con. Res. 17: Mr. STRICKLAND and Mr.

SNYDER.
H. Con. Res. 30: Mr. CULBERSON and Mr.

TIAHRT.
H. Con. Res. 48: Mr. TANCREDO.
H. Con. Res. 54: Mr. CRAMER and Mr. BAIRD.
H. Con. Res. 58: Mr. ROHRABACHER.

H. Con. Res. 67: Mr. HAYWORTH.
H. Con. Res. 94: Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Ms.

VALAZQUEZ, Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, Mr.
SCHIFF, Mr. WAXMAN, and Mr. PASCRELL.

H. Con. Res. 97: Mr. STARK.
H. Con. Res. 104: Ms. NORTON and Mrs.

CAPPS.
H. Con. Res. 106: Mr. SCHROCK, Mr. YOUNG

of Florida, Ms. CARSON of Indiana, and Mr.
HORN.

H. Con. Res. 116: Mr. COSTELLO.
H. Con. Res. 120: Mr. TIBERI.
H. Res. 17: Mr. BARRETT.
H. Res. 120: Mr. GILMAN and Mr. REYNOLDS.
H. Res. 139: Mr. CONYERS, Mr. CLAY, Mrs.

MEEK of Florida, Mr. MEEKS of New York,
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Ms. SOLIS, Mr.
GUTIERREZ, Mr. CLYBURN, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. MCKINNEY, Mr. LEWIS
of Georgia, Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. OWENS, Ms.
CARSON of Indiana, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida,
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Mrs. CLAYTON, Ms. LEE, and Mr.
FATTAH.

f

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions as follows:

H.R. 701: Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma.

f

AMENDMENTS

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as
follows:

H.R. 1

OFFERED BY MR. HOEFFEL

AMENDMENT NO. 1: In section 5214(b)(1) of
the Elementary and Secondary Education
Act of 1965, as proposed to be amended by
section 501 of the bill, add at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘‘Such a description may include how
the applicant will provide release time for
teachers (which may include the provision of
a substitute teacher).’’.
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